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PREFACE. 



The investigation of the difficulties in connection with 
Bible history was for many years the object of the 
researches of the late J. W. Bosanquet. His complete 
scheme of ancient history was first pubHshed in ** Messiah 
the Prince," the purport of which was to place the Old 
Testament narrative in harmony with the histories of 
Egypt, Assyria, Babylonia, Media, Persia, and other 
countries. This arrangement has been still further deve- 
loped — and in parts somewhat modified — in a series of 
papers published in the '* Transactions of the Society of 
Biblical ArchsBology," where advantage was taken of the 
more recent Eastern discoveries. 

The writer of the following pages lays no claim to 
originality ; but he was personally encouraged by the late 
learned Treasurer of the Society of Biblical Archaeology 
to endeavour to take up the key to Scripture chronology 



VI. PREFACE. 

as explained by him, and to present it in a concise and 
intelligible form for the use of students of the Sacred 
Volume. 

Much of the disagreement between Biblical and 
Oriental history, which has so often caused despair to 
the intelligent enquirer, will, it is believed, be seen to 
be satisfactorily disposed of; and the inspired writers, 
together with the different chroniclers, historians, and 
monumental records, will be shown to pi-esent their 
several contributions to a clear and harmonious history. 



72, Charlwood Street, S.W. 
March, 1885. 
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THE 

OLD TESTAMENT EXPLAINED. 



EEEATUM. 

Page 98, four lines from the bottom, instead of Babylon, 

read Jerusalem. 



The Old Testament 
Explained. 



INTEODUCTION, 



THE INCONSISTENCIES OF THE COMMONLY- 
'i ACCEPTED SCEIPTUEE CHRONOLOGY. 



1, The unsatisfactory Explanations of the 

Difficulties. 

Every one who has attempted the study of Biblical 
history by means of handbooks, or by the assistance of the 
admirable histories and dictionaries edited by Dr. Smith, 
cannot fail to have noticed the extreme difficulty of the 
subject, and must have been struck with the unsatisfactory 
explanations which they contain of many portions of the 
Scripture narrative. These explanations, however, have 
been generally accepted, and have formed the basis for 
the calculation of the years affixed in the marginal notes 
of our Bibles. Yet it must be said of the writers of the 
valuable works of reference alluded to, that they have 
made no attempt to enforce the more unsatisfewstory 
conclusions as if they were of unquestioned accuracy, but 

A 



2 THE OLD TESTAMENT EXPLAINED. 

have merely represented them as the best explanations 
which have as yet been adduced. 

Before entering upon the more systematic treatment of 
the subject, it may be well to state some of the principal 
points of Biblical investigation, which must strike the 
student as being far from satisfactory, and some of which 
have fonned the subjects of attacks upon the authenticity 
of the inspired volume. 



2. The Destruction of Samaria. 

The Scripture narrative of the destruction of Samaria, 
which put an end to the kingdom of Israel, informs us 
that the city was besieged and at last taken by Shalma- 
neser, king of Assyria, in the sixth year of the reign of 
Hezekiah (2 Kings xviii. 10) ; and since the first year of 
the reign of Hezekiah is usually placed in the year b.c. 
726, the destruction of Samaria by Shalmaneser would 
fEbll, in accordance with the common reckoning, about the 
year b.c. 721. But amidst the ruins of the palace of 
Ehorsabad have been discovered the annals of another 
king Sargon, who says : — ** I besieged, took, and occupied 
the city of Samaria, and carried away 27,280 persons w)io 
dwelt in it. I changed the former establishments of the 
country and set over them my lieutenants." And as 
Sargon was undoubtedly reigning in e.g. 721, as proved 
by the Assyrian canon, this apparent coincidence of dates 
has formed a strong confirmation in the minds of many in 
favour of the exactness of the common reckoning. But 
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Sargon and Shalmaneser were not the same king, and the 
annals of Sargon distinctly record that Samaria revolted 
along with Damascus and Hamath in the year b.o. 716 — 
that is, six years after her supposed destruction. The 
difficulty met with in upholding the old date of b.c. 721 
seems to have been noticed by the late Mr. George Smith 
when he wrote *' the Assyrian Eponym Canon" (see 
page 176). 

3, The Destrtictian of Jerusalem. 

Another important point relates to the destruction of 
the city and temple of Jerusalem by king Nebuchadnezzar 
in the nineteenth year of his reign. The account of this 
great event is immediately followed by the announcement 

that the land *' lay desolate to ful£l threescore 

and ten years." (2 Chron. xxxvi. 19 — 21). From these 
words it is clear that the ** desolation" here spoken of 
began at the time of the destruction of Jerusalem. More- 
over the prophecy of Jeremiah (xxv. 8 — 11), that the 
whole land should be a desolation and an astonishment, 
and that its people should be subject to the king of 
Babylon for seventy years, leads us to the same con- 
clusion. Still more precise is the account given us by 
Daniel (ix. 2) that these Seventy Years were seventy yeai's 
of the desolations of Jerusalem. Lastly, the account given 
by Zechariah (i. 12) expressly informs us that it was 
** against Jerusalem and the cities of Judah" that the 
seventy years of indignation had been fulfilled. Yet, to 
meet the difficulties of the ordinarily -received chronology, 

A 2 



4 THE OLD TESTAMENT EXPLAINED. 

historians have had to place the commencement of this 
period of Seventy Years' captivity and indignation in the 
year b.c. 605 — that is, in the commonly-received year when 
Daniel was carried away to Babylon, and (according to the 
common reckoning) no less than nineteen years before the 
destruction of the city and temple of Jerusalem, which is 
usually placed in b.c. 586. 



4. Darius J son of Hystaspes. 

It follows that if the Seventy Years of indignation com- 
menced in B.C. 605, they came to a close in the year b.c. 
535 ; and this has generally been supposed to be the year 
following the famous proclamation of Cyrus the Great, 
when the Jews were allowed to return to the land of their 
fathers and to commence the building of the Temple. 
But there is no statement in Scripture that the proclama- 
tion of Cyrus and the end of the Seventy Years took place 
at the same time. Daniel tells us that the city of Babylon 
was taken by a king named Darius (Daniel v. 81) ; and 
that it was in the first year of the reign of this king 
Darius, that, by his great act of humiliation and prayer, 
he ** understood by books " that the long exile of Seventy 
Years had come to a close (Daniel ix. 2). The prophets 
Haggai and Zechariah also concm* in the statement that 
it was in the second year of the reign of king Darius, who 
by general consent was Darius, son of Hystaspes, that the 
time had come when the Seventy Years were already ex- 
pired, and when the ** desolations " of Jerusalem would be 
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ended. (Haggai i. ; Zechariah i. 1 and 12). The history 
of Ezra is also in exact confirmation of this ; for he tells 
us that it was owing to the encouragement given by the 
prophets Haggai and Zechariah that the Jews who were 
at Jerusalem set to work in earnest to build the Temple. 
(Ezra iv. 24, v. 1, 2). It is true that the foundations had 
been laid many years previously, but the progress of the 
work was stopped by the opposition of their enemies. The 
impulse, however, given to the Jews in the second year of 
Darius was almost immediately followed by a decree of this 
same king Darius, son of Hystaspes, confirming the pre- 
vious decree of Cyrus, and ordering the building to be 
proceeded with ; so that it was completed in the sixth year 
of the reign of Darius — ^that is, his reign over Babylon and 
the Jewish nation — and soon afterwards solemnly dedi- 
cated. From these statements of Scripture it must be 
inferred that the Seventy Years of indignation against 
Jerusalem came to an end at the beginning of the Scrip- 
tural or Babylonian reign of Darius, when he was set 
over the realm of the Chaldeans (Daniel ix. 1). But we 
are told in the handbooks and dictionaries that Darius who 
took Babylon — and who is called by Daniel " Darius the 
Median,'' and '* Darius the son of Ahasuerus, of the seed 
of the iiedes" — was merely the viceroy of Cyrus the Great 
at Babylon, and that his real name was Astyages, formerly 
king of the Medes, though Astyages never reigned at 
Babylon or over the realm of the Chaldeans. But it must 
astonish us that Daniel, who was living at Babylon at the 
very time, and was raised to the honour of being the prime 
minister of this king, should have called him by the name 
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of Darius if his true name was Astyages. There is only 
one king Darius known in history who reigned about this 
time — a king, who stalnds forth as the' greatest of eastern 
despots since the time of Nebuchadnezzar ; who is known 
also, on the authority of Herodotus, and by the testimony 
of the Behistun Bock, to have laid siege to the city of 
Babylon — ^and if it can be shown that he is the king 
referred to in the Book of Daniel, the narrative will be- 
come clear and harmonious. Such a conclusion, also, will 
be much more in agreement with the account of Daniel, 
in which Darius is a king of such importance that his age 
at the time of the conquest of Babylon is carefully recorded 
(Daniel v. 81), and in which he is represented as placing 
one hundred and twenty princes over his kingdom, and as 
being the ruler over ** all people, nations and languages 
that dwell in all the earth." (Daniel vi. 1 and 26). 



5. The Book of Daniel, > 

In connection with this is another subject, which is 
clearly mentioned in the Bible, and which entirely lacks 
explanation according to the commonly accepted chro- 
nology. For in the first year of the reign of Darius, 
Daniel also recorded the prophecy of the Seventy Weeks, 
or Four-hundred- and-ninety years, which were to pass 
away before the appearance of the " Most Holy" (Daniel 
ix. 1 and 24). And although Dr. Pusey and others count 
to the year of Christ's entering on His ministry or to the 
year of His death, yet it may more reasonably be supposed 
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that reference is here made to the Birth of Christ, which 
took place in the year b.c. 3 ; and accordingly the utter- 
ance of this prophecy would seem to have occurred about 
the year b.c. 493, and not in the year b.c. 538, which is 
the commonly accepted reckoning. Now the year 498 
was only three years before the great invasion of Greece 
undertaken by Darius, and we thus have a further con- 
firmation of the overwhelming probabihty that the king 
whom Daniel styles ** Darius the Mede " and " Darius the 
son of Ahasuerus of the seed of the Medes," was no other 
than Darius son of Hystaspes, the real founder of the Medo- 
Persian Empire, the ** Great King, King of Kings," the 
" Goushtasp" of Oriental history and romance. 

6. The Book of Ezra. 

The next difficulty unsolved as yet in our Commentaries 
of the Bible, relates to the two )dngs Ahasuerus and 
Artaxerxes mentioned in the Book of Ezra (iv. 6, 7), as 
reigning during the time that the Jews were unsuccess- 
fully endeavouring to make progress with the building of 
the Temple. The argument of historians seems to have 
been, that, as the Jews were liberated from their captivity 
by Cynis king of Persia, and the temple was completed 
during the reign of Darius king of Persia; and as two 
kings of Persia — Cambyses and Pseudo-Smerdis (or Go- 
mates the Magian) — reigned in the interval between Cyrus 
and Darius; that therefore these two kings, Ahasuerus 
and Artaxerxes, must have been the same as the two kings, 
Cambyses and Pseudo-Smerdis. But we know that Ezra 
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was long resident at Babylon, not far from the seat of 
government of the empire, and certainly must have 
known the names of the kings under whom he lived, and 
we are left to wonder why he alone of all historians should 
have called these two kings by the entirely different names 
of Ahasuerus and Artaxerxes. 

7. The Booh of Esdras. 

In connection with the unsatisfactory explanation of the 
Book of Ezra is the consideration of the historical value 
of the Book of Esdras. In the article on this subject in 
Dr. Smith's ** Dictionary of the Bible," occurs this re- 
markable comment : — ** Hence a twofold design in the 
compiler is discernible. One to introduce and give Scrip- 
tural sanction to the legend about Zerubbabel ; the other 
to explain the great obscurities of the Book of Ezra, in 
which however he has signally failed." Now it wiU be 
shown further on that the Book of Esdras does most 
remarkably elucidate the Book of Ezra, by narrating the 
events in their true historical order ; and by making it 
clear that Cyrus had indeed "set apart" the sacred vessels 
of the Temple, and had intended to send them back to 
Jerusalem, but that unforeseen difficulties had fnistrated 
his plans, and that it was reserved for Darius, at the 
instigation of Zerubbabel, to carry out the wishes of Cyrus 
and to send back the sacred vessels to Jerusalem. 

8. The Booh of Esther. 

Another subject is the Book of Esther, and its chronolo- 
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gieal place in history. It has been generally supposed that 
king Ahasuerus is identical with Xerxes the Great, king of 
Persia, and that Esther was raised to be his royal consort 
in the seventh year of his reign (Esther ii. 16), that is, in 
the year 479 after the return of Xerxes from the invasion 
of Greece. But here occurs a most glaring inconsistency ; 
for it is stated that Mordecai was carried away captive at 
the time of the captivity of Jehoiachin (Esther ii. 5, 6), 
which, according to the common reckoning, took place in 
the year 697, and which would make him to be living 118 
years later, in the year 479. There is no doubt of the 
identity of the Hebrew name Ahasuerus with the Greek 
name Xerxes ; but these names have also a Median ren- 
dering in the name Cy-Axares (or Tany-axares, or Tany- 
axarces), which is the name of a king of Media, of whom 
Xenophon and Ctesias make mention. Much is related 
respecting this king by Xenophon in his Cyropaedeia ; and 
yet this work, written by one whose trustworthiness in 
other matters is undisputed, is discarded as a romance, and 
Cyaxares II., king of Media is denied a place in history. 
The Book of Esther (i. 1) tells us that Ahasuerus ** reigned 
from India even unto Cush," — this Cush being the Asiatic 
Gush, otherwise called CosssBa or Susiana, known* to the 
present day by the name of Khuzistan (Cush-istan) ; and 
not the African Cush, or Ethiopia, as our translators have 
inaccurately rendered it (Genesis ii. 18). We are also told 
that he laid a tribute upon the isles of the sea (Esther x. 
1), which were probably the islands in the Persian Gulf, 
and not the Grecian islands of the -^gean. In the ** Dic- 
tionary of the Bible " it is stated that ** history is entirely 
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silent about Vashti and Esther;'* but in the pagee of 
Herodotus we read of a queen Atossa, who possessed "un- 
bounded influence " in the counsels of the empire, and 
who was, no doubt, the same as queen Esther or Hadassah 
(Esther ii. 7). 

9. The Books of Tohit and Judith. 

Another Biblical difficulty is that which relates to the 
Books of Tobit and Judith, which give us in many 
respects a circumstantial history of events in connection 
with the city of Nineveh, but which have- nevertheless 
been discarded as merely ** specimens of historical fiction." 
Yet the Book of Tobit records that ** Nabuchodonosor 
and Assuerus *' — that is Nebuchadnezzar and Cyaxares — 
took the city of Nineveh ; and the Book of Judith records 
the events which occurred during the reign of ** Nabucho- 
donosor king of the Assyrians." 



10, Herodotus^ Xenophon, and Ctesias. 

Lastly, some inconsistencies must be referred to, into 
which historians have fallen in respect to the Greek and 
Oriental writers of this period, and which are left entirely 
unexplained by the ordinary clironology of Jewish, 
Babylonian, and Persian history. Xenophon — in addition 
to his other historical works which are considered as most 
perfectly accurate narratives — has left us a history of Cyrus 
in a work entitled the C3n'opaBdeia, in which he has given 
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US scarcely any data of i5gures and years, but which never- 
theless presents to us a most carefully written history of 
Cyrus. This valuable work has been thrown aside by 
modern historians as a ** historical romance." Yet in its 
pages we are presented with a portrait, remarkable for 
many excellent qualities, and in agreement with the 
description given of Cyrus in Isaiah (xlv. 1), as the 
anointed of the Lord. But while historians have con- 
sidered the life of Cyrus as written by Xenophon to be of 
no historical value, they have given full credence to the 
account of Herodotus, in spite of the fact that he is 
contradicted in many important matters by the historian 
Ctesias who lived at the court of Persia. This is not the 
place to enter minutely into the study of this subject ; but 
it may be mentioned that the tradition of the East as 
handed down to us by Mohammedan historians has pre- 
served the stories of two separate kings, — ^the one named 
** Kai-Khosru," identical in most respects with the Cyrus 
of Herodotus, who transferred the supremacy from Media 
to Persia and perished unburied amidst the wilds of 
Scythia, — the other named " Couresch," who took Babylon 
and released the captive Jews, and is identical in most 
respects with the Cyrus of Xenophon, and with the 
" Coresh " of Isaiah, Daniel, and Ezra. It will readily be 
understood that an interminable confusion has been caused 
in the history of these times by the mistake of making 
one king Cyrus the Great occupy the place of these two 
princes ; for the historians, knowing that Cyrus, king of 
Persia, transferred the supremacy from the Medes to the 
Persians, and also knowing that the four kings of Persia 
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— Cyrus, Cambyses, Pseudo-Smerdis, and Darius — ^reigned 
in succession, without interval, as kings of Persia, have 
had to thrust the conquest of Babylon by Coresh into the 
reign of the iirst of those four kings, and have thus com- 
pletely upset the sequence of events. 

So great, too, have been the difficulties in endeavouring 
to adhere solely to the history of Cyrus as given by 
Herodotus, that Mr. Phihp Smith in his excellent little 
" Smaller Ancient History," has given a genealogical 
table of the Achaemenian princes, in which he gives three 
kings with the name of Cambyses. 



Chapter I. 

THE ALTEKED CHEONOLOGY. 



1 . The years of the kings of Judah and Israel 

lowered about 25 years. 

It will be seen that the regnal years of the kings of Judah 
and Israel are brought about twenty-five years nearer to 
the Christian era ; that the destruction of Samaria occurred 
in B.C. 696 (instead of 721), and the destruction of 
Jerusalem in b.c. 668 (instead of 686). This lowering 
of the years of the Old Testament history must be carried 
back as far as the dedication of the Temple of Solomon in 
the year b.c. 982, and approximately as far as the Exodus. 
The proofs of this alteration of twenty-five years are very 
numerous, and will be seen as the historical account 
proceeds; and in addition to the abundant evidence in 
its favour, the history of the Old Testament is thereby 
brought into harmony with that of Assyria ; — ^whereas, 
on the contrary, the late Mr. George Smith in his 
** Assyrian Eponym Canon," by adhering to the old 
chronology, seems lost in a maze of difficulties and con- 
jectures. Closely connected with this difference of twenty- 
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five years is the insertion of the Scythian dominion over 
Asia, which, as Herodotus three times informs us, lasted 
for twenty-eight years, but which period has hitherto never 
been accounted for. 



2. The intricate difficulties of the Chroiwlogy, 

It is well here to mention some intricate difficulties of 
the chronology, which offer occasions for almost inter- 
minable conjecture, and make it very difficult to arrive at 
real precision in the history. We may call these diffi- 
culties those of : — 

(1) The regnal years, 

(2) Joint-sovereignty, 

(3) Vassal kings, 

(4) VaiHoiis ways of reckoning the reigns, 

flj The regnal years of the Assyrian kings were care- 
fully studied by the late Mr. George Smith, and in his 
'* Assyrian Eponym Canon" (page 21), becomes to the 
conclusion that there was no fixed rule adopted by the 
scribes, that the ** first year of the reign " was sometimes 
counted from the day of accession, but that it was generally 
counted from the first new-year's -day after the accession, 
the intervening time being then called *' the beginning of 
the reign." It will readily be seen that when several 
short reigns come together, the chronologist has in many 
cases a considerable pai't of a year to play with, and has 
thus an opportunity of putting forward many conjectures 
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and theories. Dr. Oppert, however, maintains that the 
Babylonian kings called the time from the day of accession 
to the following new-year's-day (in the month Nisan) by 
the name of ** the year of accession," and that they called 
the time from the new-year's- day to the first anniversary 
of the day of accession, by the name of " the first year 
of the reign." "^ 

(2) The joint sovereignty was not micommon when a 
king became advanced in age and required some assistance 
in the government of his dominions. As instances of 
this joint sovereignty which occur in Bible history, we 
may mention Tiglath-Pileser and his successors, Uzziah 
and his son Jotham, Nabopalassar and his son Nebuchad- 
nezzar, Darius and his son Xerxes. It will be observed 
that the incidental mention in Sciipture of this joint 
sovereignty has been almost invariably overlooked. 

(3) The vassal kings give gi'eat trouble in arranging 
the synchronous history of the Bible. This vassal sove- 
reignty has been customary during almost all ages. We 
may cite the case in the present day of the French Ee- 
public as lord-paramount with its native vassal sovereigns 
of Tunis, Cambodia, and Anam. During the days of the 
Assyrian, Babylonian, and Persian empires, this mode of 
ruling the newly conquered provinces seems to have 
been very common ; for the empire was of great extent, 
and the various provinces or " satrapies " had so httle 
homogeneousness that it was almost impossible for the 
lord-paramount to take into his own hands the affairs of 



* Trausaciions uf the Soc. Bib. Arch., vol. vi., pages 2(»l-5. 
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the whole empire. And so Menahem and Pekahiah were 
the vassals of Ass3a*ia ; Jehoiakim was the vassal, first of 
Egypt and then of Babylon ; Jehoiachin and Zedekiah 
were the vassals of Nebuchadnezzar ; and it seems to have 
been usual for the suzerain and his vassal each to count 
the years of his rule over the conquered kingdom. So 
also, when Cyrus (Khosru) conquered Media, he allowed 
Astyages still to rule; when Cyrus (Coresh) conquered 
Babylon in the name of his father Cambyses, he set 
Nabonidus on the throne ; and so on to the final fall of 
Babylon, her native princes seem to have reigned either 
as the vassals of the Medo- Persian lord, or as rebels 
against his authority. 

(4) Lastly there are tlie various ways of reckoning the 
reigns according as the historian consulted the annals of 
one part of the king's dominions or those of another. 
Thus Cambyses is said by Ctesias to have reigned eighteen 
years, and by Herodotus to have reigned between seven 
and eight years over Babylon, while the cuneiform tablets 
record eleven years of his reign over Babylon. Cyrus, too, 
is recorded by Herodotus to have reigned twenty-nine 
years, and by the cuneiform tablets to have reigned nine 
years over Babylon. Darius also is recorded by Herodotus 
and the Babylonian and Egyptian monuments to have 
reigned thirty-six years, and by Ctesias to have reigned 
only thirty-one years. It is the duty of the historian to 
endeavour to reconcile these various statements, every one 
of which is probably in some sense correct. Another 
reckoning of the regnal years is met with in the Bible, 
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— that of counting the reigns of the foreign rulers of those 
times, not from the day of their accession, but from the 
time of their taking upon themselves the sovereignty over 
the Jewish people. This mode of calculation is to be met 
with in the Books of Ezra, Esdras, Jeremiah, Daniel, 
Haggai, and Zechariah. 

3. The Cuneiform Records. 

It may be supposed that the discovery and deciphering 
of the cimeiform records would have done much to solve 
some historical dijfficulties of the Old Testament. There 
has no doubt been much assistance derived, especially 
from the documentary and legal records, taken from the 
royal archives, in which are given the names of the kings and 
the duration of their reigns. But a difficulty is presented 
in that these tablets are generally dug up one at a time, 
piecemeal as it were, being thus quite fr^agmentary ; 
whereas what is chiefly required is a successive series of 
records. The most valuable of the consecutive records 
is the Assyrian Eponym Camm, which gives the annual 
archons (or consuls) of Nineveh for about 250 years, and 
fixes the dates of a considerable part of the history by 
means of the EcUpse of b.c. 768. Two other series of 
tablets, the Warka or Lo/tus Tablets* and the Egibi or Smith 
Tabletsj; give us the names of the Persian and native kings 
of Babylon ; but the order in which these tablets were 
deposited in the record-offices is lost, and scholars are thus 

* Transactions of the Soc. Bib. Arch., vol. i. part 2. 
t Transactions of the Soc. Bib. Arch., vol. vi. part 1 

B 
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left to their own opinions and conjectures as to the suc- 
cession in which these kings reigned. Some difficulty too 
is caused by the various phonetic readings of the cuneiform 
syllables. 

4. Oriental Historians. 

The historians of Persia and the East give us no precise 
information concerning ancient times, for their histories 
partake of the character of legendary romances. Yet in 
some respects legendary tradition is valuable ; because the 
writer of a book may be misinformed or his book may be 
carelessly copied, but tradition is the testimony of in- 
numerable tongues handed down from generation to 
generation. In elucidating the history of these times we 
find that it is recorded by Eastern historians : (1) that 
Khosru (Cyrus) the father of Cambyses perished in a 
campaign in Scythia, as Herodotus also asserts, (2) that 
Coresh (Cyrus) was the contemporary of Darius as sev- 
eral authorities inform us, and (8) that Xerxes was the 
son of a Jewess, and consequently that his motlier Atossa 
(Herod, and iEschylus Persae) was the same as Esther 
or Hadassali (Esther ii. 7). 

S. The Leading Results of the New 

Chronology. 

In discussing the history of the time of the Captivity of the 
Jews at Babylon — which is the central point around which 
the main difficulties are gathered — there are fom* names 
which stand prominently forward. 
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Darius the Mede is the first of these (Daniel v. 81). 
All Bible students are told that he was a viceroy set upon 
the throne of Babylon for the space of two years by Cyrus 
affcer the conquest of Babylon. The Members of the 
Society of Bibhcal Archaeology will not soon forget the 
determined hostility of their late Treasurer to this shadowy 
prince, whom he styled "a ghost" and **a will-o*-the-wisp." 
It is acknowledged by all that the Darius of Ezra, Esdras, 
Haggai, and Zechariah, who ordered the bmlding of the 
Temple, was Darius the son of Hystaspes ; and yet Darius 
who overthrew Belshazzar, and thus released the Jews, is 
supposed to be an entirely different prince. Mr. Boscawen 
has declared himself the foe to all vassal-princes or 
viceroys,* but yet he will not forswear his allegiance to 
this phantom prince, the supposed viceroy of Cjo^us. 

Oyaxares II,, king of Media, is the next of these four 
names. In Dr. Smith's Dictionaries he is repeatedly 
mentioned, but he is always dismissed as having never 
really existed. His appearance in history is so trouble- 
some, and he interferes so much with all the pre-conceived 
notions and darling theories of chronologists, that he is 
at last put out of sight, as if he were a dangerous lunatic. 

Queen Estlier is the most interesting of all the characters 
who figure in history during the Captivity of the Jews. 
By the lowering of the years of the kings of Judah, and 
the identification of Ahasuerus with Cyaxares II., she is 
shown to be the same as Atossa the wife of Darius and 
mother of Xerxes the Great, and the constant champion 

* Transactions of the Soc. Bib. Arch., vol. vi., part 1, page 111. 

b2 
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throughout her life of the cause of her exiled countrymen. 
Mordecai, too, is shown to be the same as Mordecai or 
Mardocheus who returned to Jerusalem with Zerubbabel 
(Ezra ii. 2 ; 1 Esdras v. 8 ; Nehemiah vii. 7). He was 
also, according to Jewish tradition, one of the ''men 
of the Great Synagogue," who assembled at the building 
of the Second Temple. 

Belshazzar^ kiruf of Babylon, the last of the native Baby- 
lonian rulers, has been called by the late Mr. Bosanquet 
** the shuttlecock " of the historians. This king has been 
tossed about as a plaything from the days of Josephus to the 
present time, and his identity is not yet determined. His 
name has been found on the Tablets, where he is described 
as the son of Nabonidus ; but nowhere has the name of a 
king Belshazzar been yet discovered, although we are in- 
formed by Daniel (viii. 1) that he reigned for three years. 

Among the Egibi tablets appeared the name of a new, 
and hitherto unknown king, Marduksaruzur, who also 
reigned for three years ; and Mr. Boscawen is inchned to 
identify Marduk-sar-usur (named after the god Merodach) 
with Bel-sar-2isury or Belshazzar (named after the god 
Bel). It is hoped that this difl&culty may yet be solved 
by the cuneiform records. 

6. The Ohjectmm against the New 

Chronology. 

Something must here be said respecting the numerous 
objections which have been made against the revised 
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chronology. Nearly all the objectors cling to the canon 
of the Alexandrian astronomer Ptolemy, who lived in the 
third century after Christ, while they throw aside the evi- 
dence of the Jewish historian Demetrius, who Hved in the 
third century before Christ. And not only so, but many 
other works are entirely set aside, while the history of 
Herodotus, which, according to Mr. Sayce, has been over- 
estimated, has been generally adhered to. Those who 
object to the altered chronology are compelled also to 
throw aside the Book of Daniel as being of but little his- 
torical value. The late Mr. Bosanquet, on the contrary, 
has always contended that every historian either related, 
or intended to relate, what was true, and that it is unrea- 
sonable to throw aside one authority on the ground that 
he carries but little weight as compared with another. 
Dr. Oppert has styled the altered chronology "an arbitrary 
destruction of history and chronology,'* and warns chro- 
nologists that " We have not to write history suited to our 
own theories, but history as yielded to us by the authors."* 
The reader must be left to decide whether the following 
pages do not, on the contrary, relate a consecutive and 
harmonious history, in accordance with the sacred Volume 
and with the various authorities which throw hght upon it. 

7. Table of Boyal Names. 

Shalmanbseb, king of Assyria — 
Bhalman. Hosea of. 14, 
Enemessar {i,e,, Shal-enemessar). TobU. 



* X^apsft^itionB of the Soc, Bib, Arch., vol. vi. p. 273, 
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Sennaghebib, king of Assyria — 

Jareb (i.«., Senach-jareb). Hosea x. 6, 
AssuBBANiPAL, king of Assyria — 

Acraganes (i,e., Assurbani). Corrupted Greek. 
Sabdanapalus, king of Assyria — 

Nabopalassar, king of Babylon. 

Nabuchodonosor. Judith i. I. 

Asnapper. Ezra iv. 10. 

Ctaxabes I., king of Media — 

Assuerus. Tobit xiv. 15. 
Ke-caus. Oriental Historians. 

Cybus the Fibst, king of Persia — 

. Cyrus, as portrayed in the main by Herodotus. 
Ke-Khosru. Oriental Historians. 

Cambyses, king of Persia — 

Ke-Lhorasp. Oriental Historians, 

Cyaxabes II., king of Media — 
Ahasuerus. Esther i.l. 
Cyaxares. Xenophon. 
Tany-axares. Xenophon. 
Tany-oxarces. Ctesias. 
U-akstarra Behistun Bock. 

Estheb, queen of Cyaxares 11. and Darius — 

Hadassah. Esther ii. 7. 

Atossa. Herodotus, JEschylus PerscR. 
Cybus the Second — 

Cyrus, 05 portrayed in the main by Xenophon. 

Cyrus. 2 Chron., Ezra, Isaiah, Daniel, 

Coresh. Oriental Historians, 
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Darius, king of Persia — 

Darius. Ezra, Esdras, Haggai, ZecJiariah, 

Darius. Daniel. 

Darius the Mede. Daniel, 

Darius the son of Ahasuerus, of the seed of the 

Medes. Daniel. 
Ke-Gushtasp. Oriental Historians. 

Xerxes, king of Persia — 

Ahasuerus. Ezra iv. 6. 
Artaxerxes. Ezra iv, 6, 
Artaxerxes, king of kings. Ezra vii. 12, 
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dah by Sennacherib 
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Chapter II. 

THE FALL OF SAMAEIA. 



1. The kingdom of Samaria, 

In the accompanying table is shown the synchronous 
history of Palestine and Assyria, and it will be noticed 
that the regnal years of the kings of Israel and Judali 
have been brought about twenty-five years nearer to the 
Christian era, than the dates given in the Authorized 
Version. The reasons for this are very numerous, and 
will be seen in the course of the narrative. It will be 
noticed that the Eclipse of b.c. 763, which fixes the 
chronology of the Assyrian Canon, occurred during the 
reign of Jeroboam II., king of Israel, and not in the reign 
of Menahem, as hitherto supposed. 



2, The Eclipse of B.C. 763. 

It was in the year b.c. 765, '*in the days of Uzziah, 
king of Judah, and in the days of Jeroboam, king of 
Israel, two years before the earthpiakef'' that Amos pro- 
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phesied concerning Israel, and foretold that "Jeroboam 
shall die by the sword, and Israel shall surely be led away 
captive." At the same time he foretold the EcHpse of 
the sun by the announcement : — ** I will cause the sun 
to go down at noon, and will darken the eai^th in the 
clear day." (Amos i. 1 ; vii. 11 ; viii. 8, 9). 

After the lapse of two years there occurred the total 
Echpse of the sun on the 15th of June, b.c. 768. This 
ecHpse, foretold by the prophet Amos, is also recorded on 
the tablets of Nineveh, and it is calculated by the astron- 
omers. Airy and Hind, to have been total, both at Samaria 
and at Nineveh, The same cuneiform annals state that 
the eclipse was followed by an earthquake (called 
Sik-hu'" ) ; and this earthquake was felt in Palestine as 
well as in Assjrria, as foretold by Amos (viii. 8), and 
recorded by Zechariah (xiv. 6). 



3. Put, king of Assyria. 

The remainder of the prophecy of Amos was fulfilled 
not long afterwards ; for in the year b.c. 760, Jeroboam 
was overthrown after a reign of forty-one years, and an 
interregnum of twelve years took place in the northern 
kingdom of Israel. The fall of Jeroboam was brought 
about by Pul (or Phalukha) the Chaldean, who reduced 
Assyria to vassalage under his empire (1 Chron. v. 26). 

After the interregnum, — during which Pul probably 

* Mr. Boacawen takes the ABsyrian word Sikhu to mean a political 
disturbaiice or revolt, and not an earth(][aake, 
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placed governors of his own choice over the conquered 
kingdom — and the short reigns of Zachariali and Shallum, 
Menahem succeeded to the throne of Samaria ; and in 
the year b.c. 747, in the beginning of his reign, ** Pul, the 
king of Assyria, came against the land ; and Menahem 
gave Pul 1000 talents of silver, that his hand might be 
with him to confirm the kingdom in his hand ; " upon 
which **the king of Assyria turned back, and stayed not 
there in the land " (2 Kings xv. 19, 20). 

The name of this Assyrian king is also read on the 
monuments as Vtd-lushj or Toa-lushy or Hulikhus IV, His 
annals attest that he took the city of Samaria, whic6 in 
the Assyrian records is called after its founder Beth- 
Khumri, that is, the House of Omri (1 Kings xvi. 24). 
This must have taken place in the year b.c. 760. He was 
the husband of the famous queen Semiramis (Sammur- 
amat). This queen, according to tradition, afterwards 
imprisoned her husband, and having married Nabonassar, 
one of the officers of her palace, she set up an independent 
government at Babylon, in the year b.c. 747, commonly 
called the Era of Nabonassar, 

4. Tiglath'Pileser II. 

In the year b.c 745, Tiglath-Pileser 11. succeeded to 
the throne of Assyria. This year is most securely fixed 
by the Assyrian Eponym Canon, which tells us that he as- 
cended the throne eighteen years after the Eclipse of b.c 
768. The annals of Tiglath-Pileser record that in the 
eighth year of his reign, b.c 788 (or 737), he took tribute 



28 THE OLD TESTAMENT EXPLAINED. 

of Menahem (Minikim), king of Samaria, and other neigh- 
bouring princes. A few years later, about the year 784, 
soon after Pekah came to the throne, Tiglath-Pileser 
undertook his second campaign against Israel, probably 
in order to punish the new usurper who had slain his 
vassal Pekahiah (2 Kings xv. 29). 

In the year b.c. 733, Jotham, the son of Uzziah, com- 
menced his reign at Jerusalem ; for ** Uzziah, the kintj, 
was a leper unto the day of his death, and Jofcham his 
son was over the king's house " (2 Kings xv. 82 ; 2 Chron. 
xxvi. 21). The annals of Tiglath-Pileser then assert that 
about the year b.c. 782, — that is, while Uzziah was still 
the legal king over Judah, although compelled to live 
retired as a leper — the Assyrian monarch received tribute 
fi*om Uzziah (Yahukazi), king of Judah, and Pekah, 
(Paquaka), king of Samaria. This was probably the 
campaign when he carried away captive the Two-and-a- 
half Tribes who dwelt east of the river Jordan (1 Chron. 
V. 26). This disaster is generally known as the First 
captivity of Israel, 

Since the reign of Tiglath-Pileser may be considered as 
fixed, it follows by the altered reckoning that the con- 
temporary of Tiglath-Pileser on the throne of Jerusalem, 
at the time of this invasion, was Uzziah (also called 
Azariah), and not Ahaz, as is generally supposed. And 
the name Yahu-kazi, of the Assjrrian annals, which when 
inverted becomes Kazi-yah-u, is the Assyrian rendering of 
the Hebrew name Azar-iah,"^ 

* In the same way Yahu-Kuzzi, when inverted, becomes Kuk^U 
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Mr. Pliilip Smith in his " Smaller Ancient History" 
was aware of the difficulties connected with the annals of 
Tiglath-Pileser, for he admits in a note that the reign of 
Menahem is placed ** some twenty years too high, ac- 
cording to the Assyrian chronology." 

Two events in the annals of the kings of Assyria may be 
looked upon as securely fixed : these being the accession of 
Tiglath-Pileser, in the year b.c. 745, and the accession of 
Esarhaddon, in the year b.c. 680. Between these two 
kings we have the reigns of Shalmaneser, Sargon, and 
Sennacherib. The cuneiform records have much to relate 
respecting Sargon and Sennacherib, but are at present 
almost silent respecting Shalmaneser. 

In the year b.c. 728, as the Assyrian Canon attests, 
Tiglath-Pileser " took the hands of Bel," that is, he re- 
moved his court to Harran, in Mesopotamia, which was 
presided over by the god Bel. 

5. Shalmaneser IV, 

In the following year, b.c. 727, the Canon relates that 

yahii, which is the Assyrian rendering of the Hebrew name Uzz-iah. 
The identification of the Assyrian word Kazi-yahu with the Hebrew 
word Azariah has been confirmed by Dr. Hincks, Mr. Isaac Brown, 
and other Hebrew scholars. The names Uzziah and Azariah both 
commence with the mild guttural letter Ay in ; but the names Ahaz 
and Ahaziah do not commence with this letter, and could not there- 
fore be expressed by the Assyrian word Kazi-yahu. In 2 Chron. xxii. 
6, the name Ahaziah is wrongly written as Azariah, the error having 
probably been made by a copyist since the time of the Septuagint 
translation. 

A similar transposition of the elements of a royal name occurs in 
respect to king Ahaz-iah, who is called by the inverted name Jeho-ahaz 
(2 Chron. xxi. 17 ; xxii. 1). 
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Shalmaneser, the son of Tiglath-Pileser, " sat on the 
throne: " and here a serious error is made in the history 
of Assyria, by supposing that Shalmaneser succeeded on 
account of the death of his father ; whereas he was associ- 
ated in the kingdom with Tiglath-Pileser on account of the 
removal of the court to Harran, and Tiglath-Pileser and 
Shalmaneser reigned together as joint sovereigns. 

6. Sargon. 

In the year b.c. 722, according to the same Canon, 
Sargon, on account of his military talents, was elected 
king, as the associate of Tiglath-Pileser and Shalmaneser, 
by the assembly of princes which met at Harran. And 
the usual account appears to be again incorrect of sup- 
posing that Sargon succeeded on account of the death of 
Shalmaneser; whereas the three sovereigns, Tiglath- 
Pileser, Shalmaneser, arid Sargon, reigned together for 
some years, until the death of Tiglath-Pileser, in the year 
B.C. 711, after a reign of thirty-four years. It will be seen 
how remarkably the Bible narrative is in accordance with 
this history. 

7. The taking of Samaria and destruction of 
Damascus by Sargon, in B.C. 715. 

In the year b.c. 717, Ahaz succeeded to the throne of 
Judah at Jerusalem ; and Pekah, the king of Samaria, 
having formed an alliance with Rezin, king of Damascus, 
immediately invaded the territory of Judah, and threatened 
to depose Ahaz (2 Chron. xxviii. 5, 6; Isaiah vii. 1). Then 
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the prophet Isaiah declared that before a certain child 
" shall have knowledge to cry My father and my mother," 
— that is, before two years were passed away — ** the riches 
of Damascus and the spoils of Samaria shall be taken away 
before the king of Assyria" (Isaiah viii. 4). This prophecy 
was soon fulfilled, when Ahaz in his difficulty was driven 
to solicit the assistance of the Assyrians against the kings 
of Samaria and Damascus (2 Kings xvi. 7 ; 2 Chron. 
xxviii. 16). 

At this time Tiglath-Pileser was still upon the tln'one of 
Assyria ; but the administration of the great empire was 
divided, for Shalmaneser had been nominated as king 
during the lifetime of Tiglath-Pileser, in b.c. 727, and 
Sargon also was associated in the kingdom in b.c. 722. 
The Scripture narrative also confirms this rendering of 
the annals of Nineveh, by making mention of the plurality 
of kings who were reigning- in the Assyrian empire at this 
time, for one of the accounts of the embassy sent by 
Ahaz states that he sent for aid to the ** kirigs of Assyria; '' 
and the prophet Isaiah probably refers to the appointment 
of Shalmaneser and Sargon as joint-sovereigns with Tig- 
lath-Pileser when he represents the latter as exclaiming, 
** Are not my princes altogether kings ?" (2 Chron. xxviii. 
16 ; Isaiah x. 8). The prophecy of Isaiah was fulfilled ; 
for, in answer to the appeal of Ahaz, the warrior Sargon 
marched against Syria in the year b.c. 715, and deposed 
Pekah, king of Samaria. The annals of Sargon, discovered 
amidst the magnificent ruins of his palace at Khorsabad, 
attest : ^' I besieged, took, and occupied the city of Sa- 
maria, and carried away 27,280 persons who dwelt in it. 
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I changed the former establishments of the country, and 
set over them my lieutenants." This is probably the same 
campaign as that mentioned in the annals of Tiglath- 
Pileser, which also add that Hoshea was appointed go- 
vernor of Samaria ; while the Scripture nan-ative further 
states that king Pekah was slain by Hoshea (2 Kings xv. 
30). In the same campaign Rezin, king of Syria, was 
slain, the city of Damascus was taken and destroyed, and 
the people were carried away (2 Kings xvi. 9). The 
annals of Tiglafch-Pileser inform us of the destruction of 
Damascus ; and it is probable that Tiglath-Pileser, as lord- 
paramount of the empire, gave his reception to king Ahaz 
at Damascus, and (as his annals state) received the sub- 
mission of the kings of Tyre, Gaza, and Ascalon, while his 
warlike colleague Sargon marched onwards into Egypt (2 
Kings xvi. 10). 

About the year b.c. 706 or 705, Hoshea, relying on the 
expectation of assistance from Sethos, or So,* king of 
Lower Egypt, was induced to throw off his allegiance to 
Assyria, and to set himself up as an independent monarch 
(2 Kings xvii. 1, 4). 

8. Sennacherib. 

The punishm,ent of Hoshea came from the same quarter 
as that which had been inflicted upon his predecessor, but 
the chastisement came from other hands. 

For Sargon died in the year b.c. 704, and his son Sen- 

• The history of Egypt at this period is much confused, and the 
ideutiticaiion of this king is not deteruiiued. 
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nacherib succeeded him, and reigned in conjunction with 
Shahnaneser until the year b.c. 687, when Shabnaneser 
died, and Sennacherib ruled as sole monarch of the 
Assyrian empire. 

In the year b.c. 702, king Ahaz died, and the prophet 
Isaiah, foreteUing the troubles which were about to come 
upon the kingdoms of Judah and Israel, uttered his warn- 
ing : ** Eejoice not thou, whole Palestina, because the rod 
of him that smote thee is broken (that is, because Sargon 
is dead) ; for out of the serpent's root shall come forth a 
cockatrice (that is, Sennacherib, the son of Sargon), and 
his fruit shall be a fiery flying serpent." (Isaiah xiv. 
28, 29). 

The invasion of the dominions of king Hezekiah by 
Sennacherib in b.c. 701 will be described in the following 
chapter ; for it will be well here to continue the history of 
the fall of Samaria. And here again an error has arisen 
in failing to recognise that Shalmaneser and Sennacherib 
were reigning together at the time of the destruction of 
Samaria, as may be inferred from the Bible. Shalmaneser 
is also known in Scripture by the names of Shalman and 
Enemessar, and was probably the father-in-law of Sen- 
nacherib (Hosea x. 14 ; Tobit i. 15). Shalmaneser marched 
against Hoshea and received his submission (2 Kings 

xvii. 8). 

9. TJie Destruction of Samaria by Shal- 
maneser in B.C. 696. 

Not long afterwards, however, upon the continued rebel- 
lion of Hoshea, '' the king of Assyria came up throughout 
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all the land, and went up to Samaria, and besieged it three 
years," The city was taken and destroyed in the year 
B.C. 696 — ^which was the sixth year of the reign of 
Hdzekiah, king of Judah, and the ninth year of the reign 
of Hoshea, counting from the time when he set himself up 
as an independent monarch — and the inhabitants of the 
conquered kingdom were carried away into Assyria and 
Media. ** The Books of the Kings " are doubtless a con- 
densed history, copied probably from more copious annals ; 
and it is worthy of remark that the account there given of 
the fall of Samaria is that ^'they took it " — ^referring, in all 
probability, to the two kings of Assyria, Shalmaneser and 
Sennacherib. And amongst the prizes of the victors was 
the golden calf of Bethaven, or Bethel, which Shalmaneser 
sent home as a present to ** king Jareb " — ^that is, to his 
colleague Senach-jareb, or Sennacherib (2 Kings xvii. 5, 6 ; 
and xviii. 10 ; Hosea x. 5 — 8 ; 1 Kings xii. 28 — 38). 

Such, there can be little doubt, is the true outline — ^in 
accordance with the Scripture narrative and with the 
Assyrian tablets — of the history of the last years of the 
kingdom of Israel. It will be noticed that the year b.g. 
696 is given as the year of the Fall of Samaria and the 
Captivity of the Ten Tribes. This date has been handed 
down to us with accuracy by the Jewish historian, De- 
metrius, who tells us that the Ten Tribes were carried 
away from Samaria 474 years before the accession of 
Ptolemy IV., king of Egypt, in b.c. 222.* 

* This same date (696) may also be computed from the monumental 
records preserved at St. Petersburg, which were discovered in the 
Crimea upon the gravestones of some Jews belonging to the Ten 
Tribes ; and it may also be arrived at by calculating upwards with 
the regnal years of the kings of Judah, the altered reckoning of which 
is further fixed, as will afterwards be shown. 



THE OLD T£STAMENT EXPLAINED. 



85 



Table II. 

THE FALL OF NINEVEH AND THE 
FALL OF JEEU SALEM. 



B.C. 


JERUSALEM. 


ASSYRIA AND BABYLON. 


702 


Hezeeiah. 




701 




First invasion by Sennacherib. 


696 


• • • • • 


Samaria destroyed by Shalma- 
neser. 


689 


14th year of hia reign. 


Partial Eclipse at Jerusalem, on 




- 


Jan. 11th, and second invasion 
by Sennacherib. 


687 




Sennacherib sole king. 


680 




ESABHADDON. 


673 


Manahseh 




667 




ASSUBBANIPAT. (or ACBAGANES) 


625 




Sabdanapalus (or Nabopalassar) 


618 


Amon 




616 


JORTAH 




610 




E clipse on September 30th. Scy- 
thian conquest of Asia. End 
of the Assyrian empire. 


608 


Joachim high-priest 
and Regent. 


Expedition of Holofernes. 


605 




Nabopalassab and his queen 
NiTocRis remove to Babylon. 


585 


Jehoahaz 


Eclipse of Thales. 


585 


Jehoiakim (vassal of 
E^t) 




583 


Destruction of Nineveh. 


582 


Jehoiakim (vassal of 
Babylon) 


Ezekiel carried captive. 


581 




Nebuchadnezzab. 


678 


Jehoialam independent 




575 


Jerusalem taken. 


Daniel carried captive. 


574 


Jechontah. 


Mordecai carried captive. 


574 


Zedekiah. 




563 


Destruction of Jerusa- 


Commencement of the Seventy 




lem. 


Years of captivity at Babylon. 
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Chapter III. 

THE FALL OF NINEVEH. 



i. The kingdom of Judah. 

The subject which next claims notice is the chronology 
of the kingdom of Judah from the accession of king He- 
zekiah to the time of the destruction of the city and 
temple of Jerusalem in the year b.c. 568 ; and further 
proof will be given of the correctness, as shown above, of 
the altered reckoning by which the regnal years of the 
kings are brought about 25 years nearer to the Christian 
era than those given in our English Bibles. 

In connection with this period of history must also be 
noticed the change by which the supremacy of the East 
passed away from Nineveh and was transferred to the 
sister city of Babylon. And here an error has arisen by 
confusing the Overthrow of the Assyrian Empire by the 
Scythian invaders with the Destruction of the city of Nineveh 
twenty-eight years later by the allied forces of the Baby- 
lonians and Medes ; — during which period of twenty-eight 
years the Scythians ruled over Asia, as is three times 
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related by Herodotus (I. 106 ; IV. 1), probably making 
Nineveh, the old capital of Asia, the seat of their dominion, 
and retaining the descendants of the Assyrian kings as 
their vassals upon the throne of Nineveh. 

The first subject of consideration is the reign of Heze- 
kiah, in the course of which it would seem that there were 
two Assyrian invasions — the one in the second year of the 
reign, b.o. 701, and the other in the fourteenth year, 
B.C. 689. 

The first of these invasions may have occurred about 
the time when Shalmaneser first marched against Hoshea 
and made him his tributary, but whether or not these two 
events are connected together cannot be decided until we 
are in possession of the tablets and annals of Shalmaneser, 
which have not yet been discovered. The annals of Sen- 
nacherib place this invasion in the year b.c. 701, during 
his third campaign ; and relate that Hezekiah was shut 
up by him in his royal city, Jerusalem, ** like a bird in a 
cage."* The Scripture narrative, also, places this invasion 
as occurring in the early part of Hezekiah's reign ; for after 
a long account of the events of the first year of his reign, 
it is stated that ^' after these things and the establishment 
thereof, Sennacherib, king of Assyria, came and entered 
into Judah " (2 Chron. xxxii. 1) ; while in another place 
it is said that, between the time of his accession and his 
fourth year, Hezekiah "rebelled against the king of Assjrria 
and served him not" (2 Kings xviii. 7 — 9). The close 
confinement of Hezekiah within the walls of Jerusalem, 

* Beoords of the Past, vols, 1 and 7* 
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SO contemptuously alluded to by Sennacherib, is also 
described (2 Chron. xxxii. 1 — 8). And moreover, the joint 
sovereignty of Shalmaneser and Sennacherib, which was 
taking place at this time in Assyria, was referred to by the 
people, who said : ** Why should the kings of Assyria come 
and find much water ?" 

2. The fourteenth year of king HezeJciah^ and 
the partial Eclipse of B.C. 689. 

" After this" (2 Chron. xxxii. 9) occurred the second 
invasion of Sennacherib, in the year b.c. 689, in the four- 
teenth year of the reign of Hezekiah, and it is related in 
Scripture at much fuller length. This invasion, as will be 
seen, is also- connected with the illness of king Hezekiah, 
the partial solar eclipse of Jan. 11, 689, the famous siege 
of Lachish, and the disaster which came upon the As- 
syrians. According to the Scripture narrative the Assyrian 
invasion occurred in the fourteenth year of the reign of 
king Hezekiah ; and we know that the illness of the king, 
which came upon him ** in those days" — that is, at the 
time of the invasion — must have happened about the same 
time, for he reigned twenty-nine years in all, and when 
his life was spared the prophet Isaiah promised him fifteen 
years more to live (2 Kings xviii. 18; xx. 1 and 6; 
2 Chron. xxxii. 9 and 24 ; Isaiah xxxvi. 1). The true 
history of these events seems to have been as follows. In 
the beginning of the year b.c. 689, king Hezekiah was 
** sick unto death," either at the time- when Sennacherib 
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was engaged in the campaign, or else when the kingdom 
of Judah was threatened by the impending invasion. Then 
the prophet Isaiah came to the dying king, and gave him 
the promise: — "Behold, I will heal thee: on the third 
day thou shalt go up unto the house of the Lord. And I 
will add unto thy days fifteen years ; and I will dehver 
thee and this city out of the hand of the king of Assyria." 
At the same time the prophet Isaiah gave the king the 
immediate promise of the *' sign " that the shadow should 
go ten steps upwards upon the ** dial of Ahaz." These 
steps were probably so constructed that the shadow of the 
gnomon should fall at the lowest step on the shortest day 
of the year; and the '^ sign " has been shown to have 
been produced by a partial eclipse of the sun, calculated 
by the late astronomer-royal, Airy, to have been 
the eclipse of the 11th of January b.o. 689, visible, of 
course, at Jerusalem. By this eclipse the upper portion 
of the sun's disc was obscured, and the shadow of the 
gnomon was consequently elevated. It occurred also about 
mid- winter, when the shadow was almost at the bottom of 
the steps; and it was an eclipse, which, had it taken place 
in summer when the sun is high in the heavens, would 
have produced scarcely any appreciable effect.* Such an 
event was one of great interest to the learned astrologers 
of Babylon, and we are told that ambassadors from Ba- 
bylon came to ** enquire of the wonder that was done in 

* For a fall description of the probable construction of the steps of 
Ahaz, the reader must refer to the account given in " Messiah the 
Prince," with diagrams, pp. 176 — 193 ; or to the " Transactions of 
the Soc. Bib. Aroh.," vol. in., part 1, 
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the land." This embassy was sent by Merodacb-Baladan, 
the son of Baladan, king of Babylon, who is also called 
Mesessimordfzcus and (on the tablets) Musezib-Marduk, who 
reigned at Babylon until the following year, b.c. 688, when 
Sennacherib took his throne (2 Kings xx. 5 — 12 ; ^ Chron. 
xxxii. 24, 81 ; Isaiah xxxviii. 1 — 8 and xxxix. 1). 

The king of Assyria does not appear to have come up in 
person against the city of Jerusalem, nor was the territory 
of Hezekiah the principal seat of war. For the most im- 
portant military achievement of the campaign was the 
siege of Lachish, in which Sennacherib was engaged with 
** all his power." It was to Lachish that Hezekiah sent 
an embassy in order to avert the threatened attack against 
himself, and it was from Lachish that Sennacherib sent a 
force against Jerusalem (2 Kings xviii. 13 — 17 ; 2 Chron. 
xxxii. 9). This siege of Lachish is the only event of the 
campaign of which, up to the present time, we possess any 
information from the Assyrian monuments ; and it forms 
the scene of the great bas-reliefs in the British Museum, 
which were brought from Sennacherib's magnificent palace 
of Koyunjik. Nevertheless, later information from the 
ruins of Nineveh is to the effect that traces have been 
found of an account of another Syrian campaign of Sen- 
nacherib about this time. We are not told of the result 
of the siege of Lachish, but we know that Sennacherib 
passed on from Lachish to Libnah, and that a mighty 
calamity overwhelmed his army. This forward move- 
ment of the Assyrians seems to have been for the pur- 
pose of encountering the king of Lower Egypt, called 
Sethos by Herodotus. For this historian relates that Sen- 



THE OLD TESTAMENT EXPLAINED. 41 

naoherib invaded Egypt during the reign of Sethos, and 
that his army met with a great reverse at the frontier 
fortress of Pelusium. The name Libnah is thought by 
some scholars to be the Hebrew name for Pelusium. The 
disaster which b^fel the Assyrians is further accounted for 
by the arrival of Tirhakah, king of Ethiopia (and afterwards 
also of Upper Egypt), who came to the assistance of 
Sethos (2 Kings xviii. 21 ; xix. 8, 9, 85 ; 2 Chron. xxxii. 
21 ; Herodotus ii. 141). 

But there is yet another authority by which to determine 
the year of this Assyrian invasion, which took place in the 
fourteenth year of king Hezekiah. For the Jewish his- 
torian Demetrius records that from the carrying away of 
captives by Sennacherib to the accession of Ptolemy IV., 
in Nov. B.C. 222, was 466 years and 9 months ; by which 
it would follow that the captives were carried away about 
Feb. B.C. 688. And this would be exactly in accordance 
with what has been related ; for the captives would pro- 
bably be sent to Nineveh some time after the commence- 
ment of the campaign, and perhaps before the reverse 
which came upon the invaders. 

Other evidence is not wanting to show that Sennacherib 
invaded the kingdom of Judah at this time (b.c. 689 — 8), 
which corresponds with the fourteenth year of king Heze- 
kiah. Moreover the cuneiform record of the previous 
invasion of Sennacherib in b.c. 701 (Taylor's Hexagonal 
Cylinder), which was inscribed in the year b.c. 690, 
makes no mention of the siege of Lachish, thus showing 
that it had not then taken place. Yet in spite of the fact 
that the fourteenth year of king Hezekiah is clearly stated 
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in Scripture to be the time of this invasion, it has been 
usual to suppose that the Scripture date is erroneous, and 
various conjectures have been made to avoid acknowledging 
a second invasion of Sennacherib. As this second invasion 
ended in disaster to the Assyrian army, it is not a matter 
of surprise that the king has not recorded it in his annals. 
Sennacherib was slain by his sons and succeeded by Esar- 
haddon ia b.c. 680 (2 Kings xix. 35 — 37 ; 2 Chron. xxxii. 
21 ; Isaiah xxxvii. 38 — 88). 

Further remarks on this year b.c. 689 (or rather b.c. 
689 — 8), the fourteenth year of the reign of Hezekiah, are 
deferred until the subject of the Jewish Sabbatical years 
and years of Jubilee comes under consideration. 

5. Esarhaddon, Assurbanvpaly and 

Sardanapalus. 

The next subject for consideration is the fall of the 
Assyrian empire and the subsequent destruction of the city 
of Nineveh. Esarhaddon was succeeded in b.c. 667 by 
the warlike king Assur-bani-pal, the conqueror of Egypt 
and destroyer of Thebes, whose sculptures adorn the 
British Museum. It has been usual for historians erro- 
neously to identify this king with the king called by the 
Greeks Sardanapalus, whereas the name given by them to 
Assm'-bani-pal was Acraganes (a corruption of Asstir-bam), 

The days of the Assyrian empire were drawing to a close, 
as foretold by Nahum the prophet, who predicted for 
Nineveh a simUar fate to that which she had brought upon 



THE OLD TESTAMENT EXPLAINED. 43 

the renowned capital of Upper Egypt (Nahum iii. 8 — 10). 
The successor of Assur-bani-pal was Sardanapalus, who 
was the last of the independent Assyrian kings, and be- 
came king of both Nineveh and Babylon in b.g. 625. 
He is also known as king of Babylon by the name of 
Nabopalassar,^^ and in the Book of Judith (i. 1.) by the 
name of Nahuchodcmosor, who reigned in Nineveh, and in 
Herodotus (i. 74) by the name of Lahynetus I, In the year 
B.C. 614, in the twelfth year of his reign, he repelled an 
invasion of the Medes led by their warHke king Phraortes, 
or Arphaxad, whom he slew in battle (Herod, i. 102 ; Ju- 
dith i. 1, and i. 6 in the Vulgate). 

4. The Eclipse of b.g. 610. 

Cyaxares I. succeeded his father Phraortes on the thro:i 
of Media; and a few years afterwards he assembled all the 
forces of his kingdom, and marched against Nineveh in 
order to avenge his father's death by the destruction of the 
city. But just at this time a host of Scythian invaders, 
marching southwards from the steppes of their native 
country, entered Asia between the Black and Caspian Seas, 
and raised the siege of Nineveh. This was in the year 
B.C. 610 ; for the Persian historian Ferdousi relates that a 
battle was fought near the south-western corner of the 
Caspian Sea, during which Cyaxares (Kai-Kaitis) and his 
army were suddenly struck with blindness, as had been 

* As the word Sar is the Assyrian word for king, the name Sar- 
daTvapalus is the euphonic Latinised form of Sjar-Nabopal, which 
means King Nabopal, 
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foretold by a magician : and this doubtless was due to 
the appearance of a total Eclipse of the sun, which took 
place in that district on the 80th of September b.c. 610,* 
during the battle. that was fought between the Medes and 
the Scythian invaders (Herodotus i. 103, 104). 

5. The end of the Assyrian Empire^ B.C. 610. 

The city of Nineveh was thus saved from destruction, 
but she fell under the dominion of the conquering Scy- 
thians, and her king Sardanapalus henceforth reigned in 
subjection to them. From this time the glory and inde- 
pendence of Nineveh had departed for ever. The empire 
came to an end, as we are told, in the year b.c. 610, 167 
years after the first Olympiad (b.c. 776), according to the 
probable reckoning of Abydenus, and 1280 years after the 
accession of Ninus (b.c. 1889), according to the testimony 
of Castor. The fall of the Assyrian empire has been 
wrongly identified with the destruction of the city of 
Nineveh, and hence has arisen much confusion in the 
history. 

6. The Scythian dominion over Asia, 

B.C. 610—683. 

The Scythians, as Herodotus three times relates (i. 
106 ; iv. 1), were the masters of Asia for twenty-eight 



* This eclipse was calculated again in 1877 by Mr. Godward at the 
request of Mr. Bosanquet, and was shown to have passed over the 
Caucasus, which was the site of the battle referred to, 
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years, and probably had their seat of government at 
Nineveh, which had been the capital of Asia. So that the 
city of Nineveh still existed for that period in subjection 
to the Scythians, who were glad to keep up some appear- 
ance of hereditary legality by maintaining the descendants 
of her ancient kings upon the ancestral throne, and ac- 
cordingly Sardanapalus, as stated above, continued his 
reign for a time in subjection to his conquerors. 

7. The Book of Judith. 

Soon after the conquest of Nineveh, in the year b.o. 608 
— the eighteenth year of the reign of Nabuchodonosor (or 
Sardanapalus), king of the Assyrians — a great expedition 
composed of Scythians, Assyrians, and Medes, set out from 
the upper Tigris for the conquest of Syria and Egypt, 
under the leadership of Holofemes. This expedition is 
mentioned by Herodotus (i. 105), and in the Book of 
Judith (ii. and xvi. 10), both of which accounts concur in 
stating that it did not advance beyond Palestine and the 
neighbouring coast. Judith was of the tribe of Simeon, 
and one of those who had been left behind in the land of 
Israel (Judith ix. 2 ; 2 Chron. xxxiv. 6)* 

This invasion took place during the minority of the 
youthful king Josiah, when the administration of the king- 
dom was in the hands of the aged high-priest Joacim, or 

* This one passage of Scripture (2 Chron. xxxiv. 6) is quite suffi- 
cient to show that the whole of the trihe of Simeon did not dwell on 
the southern frontier of Judah, ns represented in the maps, hut that 
a part belonged to the kingdom of Israel. 
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Jehcdaldm, who was also called EUaJdm (Judith iv. 6 and 
XV. 8 ; Isaiah xxii. 20 — 28). We are told that Eliakim 
was the son of Hilkiah, who was probably the high-priest 
in the reign of Hezekiah at the time of the invasion of 
Sennacherib, when Eliakim, although quite young, was 
ruler over the king's household (2 Kings xviii. 18). Eliakim 
was succeeded soon after this time by another Hilkiah, 
whose high-priesthood was made illustrious by the restora- 
tion of the religious observances in the Temple (2 Kings 
xxii. and xxiii ; 2 Chron. xxxiv. and xxxv). According to 
the Book of Judith "none made the children of Israel any 
more afraid in the days of Judith,nor for a long time after 
her death ; " and the annals of Josiah relate how the 
kingdom of Judah and the ** remnant of Israel" enjoyed 
peace under the protection of the good king Josiah, and 
how the king destroyed the idolatrous altar at Bethel and 
purged the whole land of idolatry as far as the extreme 
north of the former kingdom of Israel (2 Chron. xxxiv. 
6—9 and 21, 33 ; 2 Kings xxiii. 16). 

8. Tlie later Kings of Nineveh. 

About the year b.c. 605* Sardanapalus left the city of 
Nineveh, and together with his queen Nitocris transferred 
his residence to Babylon, when the Scythians probably 
placed Saracus as their vassal upon the throne of Nineveh. 
Sardanapalus therefore reigned as the last independent 
king of Assyria for fifteen years (625 — 610) — his reign 

* After reigning 21 years, according to the Canon of Ptolemy. 
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according to Syncellus — ^until the Scythian conquest ; 
after which he reigned for twenty-nine years longer — ^his 
reign according to Berosus, as recorded by Josephus (against 
Apion i. 19) — until his death, for a time (610 — 605) 
at Nineveh, and afterwards at Babylon (606 — 581 j, where 
he was known by th^ name of Nahopalassar, 

The fragmentary records of two more kings have been 
found among the ruins of Nineveh, these being apparently 
the two successors of Assurbanipal (or Acraganes), and 
their names as hitherto interpreted being Asmir-ehU-ili and 
Bel-zaJdr-iskum. Eespecting these times, as well as the 
period of the last days of Babylon, the remark of Mr. 
Philip Smith is much to the purpose: — **0f course we 
cannot expect to find the records of the city's fall amidst 
its ruins.*' It may be that one of these names is that of 
king Sardanapalus, and that the other is that of the last 
king who sat on the throne of Nineveh, probably as the 
vassal of the Scythians, for the purpose of giving an ap- 
pearance of legality to their usurpation. We are told by 
Abydenus (who copied the history of Berosus the Baby- 
lonian), that Saractis was the successor of Sardanapalus, 
and the last king of Nineveh, and that he burnt himself 
in his palace when Nineveh was taken by the Babylonians 
and Medes; and Castor calls Saracus by the name of 
Ninm. 

9. The Eclipse of Tholes^ B.C. 585. 

The conquered nations of Asia gradually freed them- 
selves from the yoke of the Scythians, and a battle is 
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recorded by Herodotus (i. 74), which was fought in Asia- 
Minor between the Medes and the Lydians, during which 
a total eclipse of the sun suddenly turned the day into 
night. This ecUpse — commonly called the Eclipse of 
Thales — ^took place on May 28, b.c. 585.* The deter- 
mination of this year is very important in history, because 
Herodotus informs us that at this time the Medes had 
recovered much of their former power, and were able soon 
afterwards to march against Nineveh (compare Herod, i. 
74, 103, 106). 

10. The Destruction of Nineveh, b.c. 583. 

The destruction of Nineveh was brought about by an 
alliance between Nabopalassar king of Babylon and Cy- 
axares I. king of Media against the Scythian conquerors of 
Asia. The Babylonians were led by Nebuchadnezzar, the 
warlike son of the aged king Nabopalassar, and the Medes 
by Cyaxares I., or Assuerm (Tobit xiv. 15). Thus the 
Scythians were driven from Asia, and the city of Nineveh 
was destroyed, in the year b.c. 583, 1306 years after the 
accession of Ninus (b.c. 1889), according to the reckoning 
of Ctesias, which differs from the previous reckoning of 
Castor by nearly twenty-eight years — the duration of the 
Scythian dominion ; so that it is right to speak of the fall 
of Nineveh in b.c. 610, when she lost her independence ; 
although the final destruction of the city did not take 
place until b.c. 583. 

* This eclipse was also calculated again in 1877 by Mr. Gk)dward, 
at the request of Mr. Bosanquet, and was shown to have been total 
in Asia-Minor, and was undoubtedly the famous eclipse of Thales. 



Chapter IV. 



THE FALL OF JEEUSALEM. 



1, Nabopalasisar and Nitocris. 

From this time the Babylonian or ChaldaBan Empire 
commenced its shoi-t but brilliant career. Although the 
supremacy of Asia passed away from Assyria, and was 
transferred first to Babylon, and afterwards to the ** great 
kings " of the Medes and Persians : yet so great had been 
the glory of the kings of Assyria, that the kings of Babylon 
are repeatedly called by that name, and the kings of Persia 
were sometimes also known by the same ancient title. 
(Ezra vi. 22). 

But even on the very birthday of her glory, the far- 
seeing eye could discern the spot from whence would come 
destruction to the great city of Babylon. For during the 
old age of Nabopalassar, and whilst his son Nebuchad- 
nezzar was occupied with the wars of the empire, the 
domestic affairs of the nation were sup irfntended by the 
active queen Nitocris. Herodotus tells us ftt some length 

D 
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(i. 186) how this queen began the great works of defence 
at Babylon, in order that the city might be safe from an 
attack by the Medes — those hardy inhabitants of the table- 
land of Iran, descendants of Japheth, and worshippers of 
one only God, who had been the principal agents in the 
destruction of Nineveh. 

2. Nebuchadnezzar. B.C. 581. 

Soon after the destruction of Nineveh, Nebuchadnezzar 
defeated the invasion of Pharaoh-Necho king of Egypt, at 
Carchemish on the Euphrates. He then conquered Syria, 
reduced Jehoiakim, king of Judah, to the position of a 
vassal of Babylon, and marched onwards towards Egypt 
(2 Kings xxiv. 1 ; Jeremiah xlvi. 2). In this campaign 
Nebuchadnezzar is called/* king " of Babylon, and was no 
doubt associated in the kingdom with his father.* In the 
year b.c. 681, Nabopalassar died, and Nebuchadnezzar was 
recalled from the Egyptian frontier to succeed his father on 
the throne of Babylon. There can now be no doubt that 
the year b.c. 681 was the year of the accession of Nebu- 
chadnezzar ; for the ChaldsBan historian, Berosus (who had 
access to the cuneiform records), relates that he ca.me to 
the throne soon after the destruction of Nineveh ; and 
the Jewish historian Demetrius records that from the 
last carrying away of captives by Nebuchadnezzar in the 
twenty-third year of his reign (Jeremiah lii. 30) to the 
accession of Ptolemy IV. in Nov. b.c. 222 was 338 years 



* It may be remarked that the year of his reign is not recorded 
at this time. 
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and 8 months, by which it follows that the twenty-third 
year of the reign of Nebuchadnezzar was in the year b.c. 
660 — 669, and his accession about the year b.c. 681. And 
we shall also see that this reckoning of ijie years of Nebu- 
chadnezzar is in harmony with the other events of his 
reign. 

3. Jehoiakirrij Jehoiachiriy and Zedekiah. 

The history of the last years of the kingdom of Judah 
and the city of Jerusalem now calls for notice. In the 
year b.c. 686, whilst the nations of Asia were engaged in 
throwing off the dominion of the Scythians, Pharaoh-Necho 
(Necho II.), king of Egypt, invaded the territories of Nabo- 
palassar, king of Babylon. Josiah, king of Judah, marched 
against the king of Egypt, but was defeated and slain at 
Megiddo. Thus ended the long and happy reign of this 
good king — ^the last real king of Judah. His successor, 
Jehoahaz reigned only three months, when he was deposed 
by Necho, who placed Jehoiakim upon the throne, at the 
same time reducing the kingdom of Judah to the posi- 
tion of a tributary of Egypt. Jehoiakim reigned eleven 
years, until the year 674 (2 Kings xxiii. 29 — 86 ; 2 Chron. 
XXXV. 20 — 27 and xxxvi. 1 — 6). In the year b.c. 682, 
after the overthrow of the Scythians and the destruction 
of Nineveh, Nebuchadnezzar turned his victorious arms 
against the king of Egypt, who had conquered all Syria 
as far as the Euphrates, and defeated him at Carchemish, 
as has been related. The Egyptians were driven out of 
Syria, and the whole country, together with the kingdom 

D 2 
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of Judali, became tributary to the Babylonian empire, in 
the fourth year of the reign of Jehoiakim, which is called 
by Jeremiah the first year of the reign of Nebuchadnezzar 
— meaning probably his first year as lord-paramount over 
Judasa; for many of the Scriptural writers reckon the 
years of the rulers of those days fi'om the time when they 
took the government over the Jewish people (2 Kings 
xxiv. 1 ; Jeremiah xxv. 1, and xlvi. 2). Jehoiakim con- 
tinued to reign, subject to a foreign supremacy, and Ezekiel 
was probably amongst the captives who were sent to the 
east by Nebuchadnezzar. It is this state of vassalage 
under which Jehoiakim was reigning, which is probably 
referred to by Ezekiel as the ** captivity of Jehoiakim ;'* 
for Ezekiel prophesied by the river Chebar, probably on 
his way to Babylon, in the year b.c. 581, which was the 
fifth year of Jehoiakim's vassalage and the thirtieth year 
of the new Asiatic era that had commenced with the fall 
of the empire of Assyria (Ezekiel i. 1, 2, Septuagint 
version). About this time Nabopalassar died and Nebu- 
chadnezzar hastened back to Babylon. In the space of 
three years, however, about the year b.c. 678, Jehoiakim 
rebelled against his suzerain, and set himself up as an in- 
dependent monarch, while the Phoenicians at the same 
time threw off the Babylonian yoke (2 Kings xxiv. 1). 
Three years passed away before Nebuchadnezzar was pre- 
pared to reduce his rebeUious subjects ; imtil at length in 
the year b.c. 676, in the third year of the reign of Jehoi- 
akim, comiting from his reign as an independent monarch, 
according to the interpretation of the Seder Ohm Rahhay 
and in the eleventh year counting from his accession to 
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the throne, the king of Babylon marched against him 
(Daniel i. 1 ; 2 Chron. xxxvi. 6). Jerusalem was besieged 
and taken. Part of the vessels of the Temple were carried 
to Babylon ; and in the seventh year of the reign of Nebu- 
chadnezzar, a few noble Jews, amongst whom was Daniel, 
were led captive to Babylon (2 Chron. xxxvi. 6, 7 ; Daniel 
i. 2 — 6 ; Jeremiah lii. 28). Jehoiakim was put to death, and 
his son Jehbiachin (or Jechoniah) was set upon the throne 
as the vassal of Nebuchadnezzar. He almost immediately 
rebelled, when Nebuchadnezzar marched again against 
Jerusalem. Jehoiachin gave himself up after reigning 
only three months, and was carried captive to Babylon, 
together with all the treasures of the Temple, about the 
year b.c. 574. Then occurred the Great Captivity of Judah : 
all the chief men were carried away, and amongst them 
Mordecai the foster-father' of Esther, and ** none remained 
save the poorest sort of the people of the land " (2 Kings 
xxiv. 8 — 16). Over these Zedekiah was appointed king as 
the vassal of Babylon, and reigned for eleven years until 
the destruction of Jerusalem. 



4. Ezehielj Daniel^ and Mordecai. 

EzeJdel accordingly was led captive in b.c. 682 or 581, 
when Jehoiakim, as the Septuagint relates, had reigned 
in vassalage (called ** captivity ") first to Egypt and then 
to Babylon for five years. Daniel was led captive to 
Babylon in the year b.c. 575, in the third year of the 
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reign of Jehoiakim, counting from his rebellion against 
Babylon, according to the explanation of the Seder Olam 
Rahba, one of the oldest Hebrew conunentaries. Mordecai 
was led captive in b.c. 574 at the same time -as king 
Jehoiachin. 



5. The Destruction of Jerusalem^ B.C. 563. 

In 565, Zedekiah, forming an alliance with Pharaoh- 
Hophra (or Apries), king of Egypt, rebelled against his 
suzerain. The king of Babylon marched against his im- 
ruly province. After a long siege, during which many of 
the people of the surrounding country were probably sent 
oif to Babylon (Jeremiah hi. 29), Jerusalem was taken and 
destroyed, in the nineteenth year of the reign of Nebu- 
chadnezzar ; and then commenced the Seventy years of 
** indignation'' against Jerusalem (2 Kings xxv. 8 ; 2 Chron. 
xxxvi. 19 — 21 ; Zechariah i. 12). Zedekiah was punished 
by having his eyes put out, and being sent to share the 
fate of Jehoiachin. A governor was set over the con- 
quered province, and four years later the last caravan of 
Jews, as has been already mentioned, was led away to live 
in the populous valley of the Euphrates (Jeremiah hi. 30). 
After the conquest of Judeea and the surrounding countries 
and the termination of the long siege of Tyre, Nebuchad- 
nezzar turned his victorious arms against Pharoah-Hophra 
king of Egypt, whom he put to death, setting up Amasis 
on the throne as the vassal of Babylon. 

The reign of Nebuchadnezzar is also fixed by the Eclipse 
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of Nov, 1, B.C. 666, in the twenty-seventh* year of his 
reign, which was calculated by Mr. Hind to have passed 
over the latitude of Daphna on the borders of Egypt. 
After the destruction of Jerusalem many of the Jews — 
and among them the prophet Jeremiah — had taken refuge 
at DaphnsB (called also Tahpanhes and Tehaphnehes). This 
Echpse, and the Egyptian campaign of Nebuchadnezzar 
when Apries (or Hophra) was deposed and Amasis set upon 
the thi'one, were foretold by Jeremiah and Ezekiel (Jere- 
miah xliii. 8, 9 ; Ezekiel xxix. 8 — 18 ; xxx. 18). At the 
same time Ezekiel predicted the forty years of the deso- 
lation of Egypt, which lasted from this year b.c. 556, until 
about B.C. 516, when Darius had brought peace and pros- 
perity to the country. 

The year of the destruction of the city and temple of 
Jerusalem is one of the most important in Jewish history, 
and it is deteimined with accuracy when the position of 
the reign of Nebuchadnezzar is fixed, as has been already 
shown. Thus the Temple was destroyed in the year b.c. 
563, which was 420 years after its dedication in the year 
B.C. 982, and 890 years after the secession of the Ten 
Tribes from Jerusalem under Jeroboam the son of Nebat 
in B.C. 953 (Ezekiel iv. 1 — 5). This year is probably also 
determined by the reckoning of St. Matthew (i. 17), who 
records that ** from the carrying away into Babylon (b.c. 
563) unto Christ (b.c. 8) are fourteen generations " — that 

* The twenty-seventh year (Ezekiel xxix. 17) may be the 27th year 
of the captivity of Ezekiel or the 27th year of king Nebuchadnezzar ; 
for Ezekiel, as has been shown, was carried captive at the time that 
Nebuchadnezzar succeeded to the throne of Babylon. 
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is 560 years, or 14 periods of 40 years, which in the East 
is the acknowledged length of a generation. This year, 
B.C. 568, follows also in the coarse of events from the 
previous reckoning of the reign of king Hezekiah. 



Chapter V. 

THE CAPTIVITY AT BABYLON, b.c. 568 to 493. 



i. The Seventy Years' Captivity. 

With the destruction of the City and Temple of Jeru- 
salem and the extinction of the throne of Solomon in the 
year b.c. 663, commenced the Seventy Years of indvtnatum 
atfainst Jtuiah and Jerusalem — according to the prophecy of 
Jeremiah that the whole land should be a desolation and 
an astonishment, and that the nations of Syiia should 
serve the king of Babylon for seventy years. From this 
time JudsBa remained almost uninhabited and the land 
kept her Seventy Sabbaths of rest from cultivation ; while 
the chief part of the people lived in the neighbourhood of 
Babylon, and served the king of Babylon and his sons 
until the reign of the kingdom of Persia (2 Chron. xxxvi. 
19 — 21 ; Jeremiah xxv. 8 — 12, and xxix. 10). 

This period of Seventy Years has hitherto been supposed 
to commence at the time when Daniel was led to Babylon, 
and to have closed after the Decree of Cyrus. But there 
is nothing in Scripture to connect the commencement of 
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Table III. 

THE SEVENTY YEARS' CAPTIVITY 

AT BABYLON. 



B.C. 



563 
556 
538 
635 
531 
530 

529 



522 

518 
517 

514 
513 



498 
493 



BABYLON. 



Destruction of Jerusalem — 19th Nebuchadnezzar. 

Eclipse at Daphnse — 27th Nebuchadnezzar. 

Etilmerodach. 

Neboalshabezab. 

Labobosoabchod. 

Nabonidus is set upon the throne as the Viceroy of 

Gambyses and reigns 17 years (530 — 513). 
Cambybes becomes king of Babylon, after the first 

taking of Babylon by Cjrrus, and reigns 11 years 

(629—518). 
Dabius claims the throne of Persia and Babylon, and 

begins his reign of 36 years (522 — 486). 
Babdes (Gromates) claims the throne of Babylon. 
Dabius secure on tlie throne begins his reign of 31 years 

(517—486). 
Cybus prepares to suppress the rebellion of Nabonidus, 

and begins his reign of 9 years (514 — 506). 
Nabonidus overthrown by Cyrus. Decree of Cyrus. 

Betum of Sheshbazzar to Jerusalem. 
Several native princes lay claim to the throne of Ba- 
bylon. 

Nbbuchadnezzab III. — Egibi tablets. 
Mabduksabuzub — Egibi tablets. 
Nadintabelub — Behistun Rock. 
Abacus — Behistun Rock. 
Belshazzab — Book of Daniel. 
Association of Xebxes (Ahasuerus and Artaxerxes) in 

the government of the empire — Ezra iv. 6, 7. 
Final overthrow of Babylon by Darius. 

End of the Seventy years' captivity. 

Betum of Zerubbabel to Jerusalem. 
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Table IV. 

THE MEDES AND PEESIANS. 




559 
539 

536 
535 

532 
530 
529 
626 
524 
522 

518 
517 



514 

50€ 
498 



493 



487 
486 
484 



Ehosbu (Cyrus) transfers the supremacy to Persia. 

Cyaxabes II. succeeds Asttaoes on the vassal throne of 
Media. 

Cambyses succeeds Khosru (536 — 518). 

Conquest of Asia Minor by Coresh (Cyrus), son of Cam- 
byses. He reigns 29 years (535 — 506). 

Marriage of Ahasuerus (Cyaxares II.) and Esther. 

Conquest of Babylon by Coresh for the first time. 

Cambyses, king of Babylon, reigns 11 years (529 — 518) 

Coresh joint lang of Media. 

Death of Cyaxares 11. 

Darius claims the thrones of Persia and Babylon, and 
reigns 36 years (522—486). 

Death of Cambyses. 

Dabius, secure on the throne after the death of Cam- 
byses and overthrow of Gomates, reigns 31 years 
(517 — 486), and marries Atossa (Esther). 

CoBESH claims the throne of Babylon, and reigns 9 years 
(514—506) 

Death of Coresh (Cyrus). 

Xebxes (Ahasuerus and Artaxcrxes), associated with his 
father Darius, has the government of Syria and 

, Egypt. 

Dabius suppresses the revolt of several native Baby- 
lonian kings. 

Final overthrow of Babylonian independence by Darius, 
who commences his reign over the Jewish nation — 
Daniel^ Ezra^ (fee. End of the Seventy Years' cap- 
tivity. 

Completion of the Second Temple — Ezra vi. 15. 

Xebxes reigns alone. 

Death of Darius. 



J 
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the Seventy Years with the captivity of Daniel ; and there 
is also nothing which tells us that the Seventy Years came 
to an end at the time of the Decree of Cyrus. There is, 
however, conclusive evidence to show that this period of 
Seventy Years of desolation and indignation commenced 
with the Destruction of the City and Temple of Jerusalem by 
Nebuchadnezzar (Daniel ix. 2 ; Zechariah i. 12). 

The story of this period of Seventy Years belongs more 
to Oriental than to Scripture history, and it was marked 
by a change amongst the nations of the East greater than 
any that had occurred before. The transference of the 
supremacy from Nineveh to Babylon was but a change of 
rule from one Semitic nation to another. But at this 
time the sons of Shem were to lose the empire which they 
had held from the time of the Flood, and were to give way 
before the descendants of Japheth. For eastward of the 
valley of the Tigris and Euphrates lies the great table-land 
of Iran, and here was the abode of the Medes and Persians 
— those two sister nations of the Aryan branch of the 
Indo-European race, who overthrew the empire of Baby- 
lon. The Medes and Persians were monotheists in reli- 
gious .belief, and early showed a friendship towards the 
Jewish worshippers of Jehovah, which friendship they 
steadfastly maintained towards them as long as they held 
the empire over Asia. 

2. The prophet Daniel. 

The most important individual witness of the events of 
these Seventy Years was the prophet Daniel ; for he was 



¥H1^ OLD !r£S1:AM£:K!r EXPLAD^Et). 6l 

led to Babylon before the destruction of Jerusalem and 
resided during the greater pai*t of his long life in or near 
the city of Babylon, and Hved to be able to declai*e to his 
countrymen that the Seventy Years of the " Desolations 
of Jerusalem " were accomplished, although he was pro- 
bably not living, seven years later, at the time of the 
dedication of the Second Temple. 

He was carried captive to Babylon, as has been already 
mentioned, about the year b.g. 575, after the completion 
of the siege of Jenisalem which was begmi in the third 
year of the reign of Jehoiakim, counting from his revolt 
against Babylon, and his reign as an independent monarch 
-»-according to the explanation put upon the Book of 
Daniel by the Seder Olam Rabba, one of the oldest Hebrew 
commentaries (Daniel i. 1). The interpretation of the 
dream of Nebuchadnezzar took place, according to the 
same commentary, two years after the destruction of Je- 
rusalem, and in the second year of the reign of Nebuchad- 
nezzar as king over the captive Jews — in accordance with 
the custom of Daniel, as well as of Ezra, Haggai, and 
Zechariah, who reckon the years of the rulers of those 
days from the time when they took the government over 
the Jewish people (Daniel ii. 1). When Daniel had been 
raised to honour at Babylon, he ** continued " there during 
the reign of Nebuchadnezzar and the reigns of his suc- 
cessors ** unto the first year of king Cyrus." Afterwards 
he Hved for a time at Susa, probably (as will be afterwards 
shown) at the court of Darius and Esther (Daniel viii. 2). 
Still later, he was Uving again at Babylon, during the 
short reign of Belshazzar — the last native Babylonian 
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king — ; and his powers of prophecy seem to have been 
forgotten, until the Queen-mother reminded her son of the 
honours paid to Daniel by his ancestor Nebuchadnezzar, 
and the prophet was sent for to interpret the writing on 
the wall. Then when Darius ** took the kingdom " of 
Babylon and the lordship over the Jewish people, and 
"was made king over the realm of the Chaldeans," Daniel 
was again raised to power. He " stood to confirm and 
strengthen" the king, and was made first of the three 
presidents who were put over the 120 prefects of the em- 
pire. He doubtless witnessed the joyous departure of the 
great caravan of Jews under Zerubbabel and Jeshua in 
B.C. 498 or 492. He^died not earlier than b.c. 492^ and 
thus for eighty-two years he Hved in the very centre of the 
great changes which occurred in the East, and he must 
have been over ninety years of age at the time of his 
death. 

5. The Successors of Nebuchadnezzar. 

The following are the chief results of the information 
which we possess respecting the successors of Nebuchad- 
nezzar, who died in the year b.c. 538, after a reign of 
forty-three years — 

(1) B.C. 638. Evilmerodach ... 8 years. 

(2) ,, 536. Nergalsharezar ... 4 years. 

(3) ,, 531. Laborosoarchod* . . . 9 months. 

(4) ,, 680. Nabonidus. .... 17 years. 

* Nearly all the successors of Nebuchadnezzar called themselves 
by his name. The name Laborosoarchod, when transposed becomes 
Labo-chodor-osar (which is Nabu-kvdur-uzurt or Nebuchadnezzar), 
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In B.C. 613, Nabonidus was dethroned, 68 years after 
the accession of Nebuchadnezzar in b.g. 581 (according to 
Berosus). The Babylonian tablets are in agreement as to 
the length of these reigns. 

The Medo-Persian kings of Babylon, according to the 
tablets are, as generally arranged : 

(6) Cyrus 9 years. 

(6) Cambyses ...... 11 years. 

(7) Bardes . 7 months. 

(8) Darius 36 years. 

In addition to these, the Egibi Tablets give us : — 

(9) Nebuchadnezzar III.+ . . 1 year. 

(10) Marduk-sar-uzur .... 3 years. 

The Behistun inscription also names two rebellious Ba- 
bylonian kings : — 

(11) Nadintabelus. 

(12) Aracus. 

Lastly, the Book of Daniel (viii. 1) speaks of — 
(18) Belshazzar .... 3 years, or more. 

It is quite possible that some of these kings are but 
different names for one and the same king, but it is im- 
possible as yet to substantiate any conjecture in this 
matter. 

AU these kings, however, reigned between the death of 
Nebuchadnezzar and the accession of Xerxes. Now the 

Nabonidus is sometimes called Kabuchodonosor. The Babylonian 
princes on the Behistun inscription both called themselves Nebuchad- 
nezzar, the son of Nabonidus. 

t So called by Mr. Boscawen : also called Pseudo-Nebuchadnezzar. 
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old reckoning (based upon the Caiioii of Ptolemy) gives us 
seventy-five years from b.c. 561 (death of Nebuchadnezzar^ 
to B.C. 486 (accession of Xerxes). But if we add up the 
years of the kings named above, and compute the time as 
low as possible, even omitting entirely the reigns of the 
last five kings, we have more than eifjhty years to be in- 
serted in a space of only seventy -five. We are therefore 
driven to the overlapping of reigns — or, in other words, to 
the existence of vassal kings or viceroys, "It is evident, 
therefore," — said Mr. Pinches, wlien he calculated these 
reigns — ** that the Canon of Ptolemy, in the face of these 
unimpeachable witnesses, cannot stand."* And with the 
Canon of Ptolemy must fall the whole fabric of chronology, 
which has hithei-to appeared in the marginal references 
of the Bible and in all our Scripture Histories. 

4. The Medo-Persian kings of Babylon. 

The years of the successors of Nebuchadnezzar from 
Evilmerodach to Nabonidus may be considered as fixed 
and as following upon the reign of Nebuchadnezzar. The 
fall of Nabonidus is thus brought (from 638 to 613) twenty- 
five years nearer to the Christian Era. 

The Medo-Persian kings of Babylon, as arranyed accord- 
iny to the new chronology, are ; — 

Cambyses 11 years. 

Bardes 7 months. 

CjTus 9 years. 

Darius 86 years. 

* Proceedings of the Soc. Bib. Arch., July 2nd, 1878. 
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Cambyses counted his reign &om b.c. 529, and there- 
fore began to reign about the same time as Nabonidus. 
His reign is fixed by an EcUpse of the moon recorded in 
his seventh year (523), and by the authority of Diodorus 
who says that his fifth year (525) fell in the third year of 
the 63rd Olympiad. He reigned as king of Babylon for 
eleven years (according to Africanus, and also according 
to the tablets) from b.c. 529 until his death in e.g. 518. 

Bardes was first discovered on the tablets when the 
Egibi series was deciphered. The name Bardes was cor- 
rupted by the Greeks into Smerdis. This king is not the 
real Bardes, who was the brother of Cambyses and son of 
Cyrus (Khosru) by the same wife, Cassandane ; but he is 
Gomates the Magian (called also Pseudo- Smerdis) who 
pretended to be Bardes, son of Cyrus (Khosru). His short 
reign would follow that of Cambyses. It is not to be 
wondered at that his name has been found on the Baby- 
lonian tablets ; for Darius says in the Behistun inscription 
that ^^ there was not a man, neither Persian nor Median, 
nor any of our family, who could dispossess of the empire 
that Gomates the Magian. . . . The whole state . . . 
went over to him, both Persia and Media, and the other 
provinces." * His reign falls in the year b.c. 518. 

Cyrus (Coresh), the son of Cambyses, reigned for nine years 
according to the tablets ; and his reign counts from the 
time when he prepared to overthrow Nabonidus (about 514) 
until his death (about 506.) 

Darius, according to the tablets and according to Hero- 

* Beoords of the Past, vol. 1, pp. 112, 113. 

E ' 
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dotus and Manetho, reigned thirty-six years, and his reign 
therefore must have counted from b.c. 622 until the acces- 
sion of Xerxes in b.o. 486. The year 522 is the year 
when Darius claimed the throne of Persia during the 
absence of Cambyses in Egypt ; and his power was pro- 
bably so great that some of the scribes thought fit to 
record his reign as lord-paramount over Babylon, while 
others at the same time recorded the reign of the legal 
sovereign Cambyses. There is a second reckoning of the 
reign of Darius, counting from b.c. 617, when Cambyses 
was dead and Gomates had been overthrown. 

The Medo-Persian kings of Babylon bear on the tablets 
the double title of King of Babylon and King of the Two 
Nations (that is, of the Medes and Persians. ) 

It may be well here to relate the outline of the course 
of events which will be described in the following pages, 
and which follows of necessity when the reigns of Naboni- 
dus, Cambyses, and Darius are fixed. 

Cambyses took the sovereignty over Babylon in b.c. 629, 
and from that time the Medo-Persian kings laid claim to 
the lordship over the vassal- throne or satrapy of Babylon. 
Cambyses . . . b.c 529-518 . 11 years. 
Bardes (or Gomates) ,, 618 ... 7 months. 

Cyrus ,, 614-606 . 9 years. 

Darius .... „ 622-486 . 86 years. 

But, in accordance with the custom of those times and 
on account of the extent of the empire, they governed 
Babylon by means of viceroys. These native princes 
reigned in person at Babylon, and the Babylonians there- 
fore counted the years of their reigns ; just as the- Jews 
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counted the eleven years of king Jehoiakim, who was the 
** servant " first of Egjrpt and afterwards of Babylon, and 
also the eleven years of king Zedekiah, who was the vassal 
of Babylon. The Medo-Persian kings also caused their 
power to be acknowledged at Babylon, and apparently with 
very little intermission. The tablets of Cambyses after 
his seventh year seem to be few in number, which is ac- 
counted for by his long absence in Egypt, and by the 
rising power of Darius who was reigning in the neighbouring 
kingdom of Persia. The contemporary reigns of Darius 
and Cyrus may be accounted for by the antagonism wliich 
probably existed between these two kings ; for Darius had 
made himself all-powerful in Persia and the surrounding 
parts, while Cyrus probably Uved chiefly in the territories 
which he had conquered — in Asia Minor and the North — 
but yet laid claim to the lordship of the whole empire because 
he was the son of Cambyses. This double sovereignty of 
Medo-Persian lords and native Babylonian viceroys seems 
to have existed during the greater part of the time from 
B.C. 629 until the final fall of Babylonian independence in 
B.C. 493, when Darius took upon himself the government 
of Babylon and became ** king over the realm of the Chal- 
deans " and over the Jewish exiles living in Chaldea, and 
commenced the third or Scriptural reckoning of his reign as 
king over the Jewish nation. 

The custom adopted by the early Medo-Persian sove- 
reigns of appointing native princes as viceroys over the 
conquered satrapies is alluded to by Herodotus (iii. 15), 
who relates that the ** Persians are accustomed to honour 
the sons of kings, and even if they have revolted from 

E 2 
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them, nevertheless bestow the government upon their 
children.*' 

5. The later kings of Babylon. 

The remaining kings of Babylon, as has been already 
described, are : — 

Nebuchadnezzar III (Pseudo- Nebuchadnezzar). 

Marduksaruzur (3 years). 

Nadintabelus. 

Aracus. 

Belshazzar (8 years, or more). 
It is probable that all these kings reigned during the 
long suzerainty of Darius. His empire was of immense 
extent — reaching from India to Ethiopia ; — and it is pro- 
bable that he ruled many of his great ** satrapies " by 
means of native princes, whom he appointed as his vice- 
roys. These princes probably asserted their independence, 
— as Jehoiakim, Jehoiachin, and Zedekiah had done at 
Jerusalem, and as Hoshea and others had done at Samaria, 
— and Darius was then compelled to suppress the rebellion. 
We know from the Behistun Bock that he thus put an end 
to the reigns of Nadintabelus and Aracus ; and we also 
know from the Book of Daniel that he ** took the kingdom " 
and became ** king over the realm of the Chaldeans," after 
the overthrow of Belshazzar. 

6. Khosru (Gyrus) ^ the father of 

Cambyses. 

Kai-Khosru — as Cyrus, the father of Cambyses, was 
called by Oriental historians — was king of Persia, which 
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was then under the supremacy of Media. He was the son 
of Siawash (or Siabush),* who was slain by Afrasiab (or 
Astyages) king of Media. About the yearB.c. 559, Khosru 
defeated his suzerain Astyages, and transferred the sup- 
remacy of the two nations from Media to Persia. Astyages 
still, however, ruled over Media, but Khosru was the lord- 
paramount. Here is shown the absurdity of the com- 
monly-accepted history of one king Cyrus the Great ; for 
we are told by Herodotus, (i. 74) that in the year of the 
ecUpse of Thales, b.c. 585, Astyages (son of Cyaxares I., 
king of Media) married the daughter of Alyattes, king 
of Lydia ; and we are required to believe that Cyrus the 
grandson of Astyages overthrew his grandfather in the 
year b.c. 559, — that is, that the grandson was old enough 
to make war against his grandfather, only twenty- six years 
after the marriage of the latter. Khosru, who defeated 
Astyages, was, according to the testimony of Ctesias,+ not 
previously related to him. During the reign of Khosru, and 
before his conquest of Media, his son Cambyses had 
married Mandane, daughter of Astyages ; and in b.c. 569, 
after the overthrow of Astyages, Cyrus himself (according 
to Ctesias) married Amytis, another and a younger 
daughter of the same king, and continued (according to 
the same authority) to treat her father as a king. 

The time of the transference of the supremacy from 

* Perhaps the same as Siispiis or Teispes, (Transactions of the Soc» 
Bib. Arch. vol. vii. p. 151). 

t Ctesias lived at the court of Persia for seventeen years as phy- 
sician to Artaxerxes Mnemon. The royal residence then was at Susa 
where the old archives of Media were kept (Esther vi. 1). 
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Media to Persia in b.o. 559 is universally agreed upon ; 
and it is also approximately fixed by the partial Eclipse of 
the sun on May 19th, b.c. 667, at Larissa or Nineveh, 
which, as Xenophon relates, occurred about the time when 
the Persians took the empire from the Medes (Xen. Anab. 
iii. 4).* , 

In the year b.c. 689 or 638, Astyages king of Media, 
died, and Ehosru then came into undisputed possession of 
the throne of Media, and was able to dispose of the king- 
dom at his will.! The Book of Daniel (Apocryphal 
addition) relates that ** king Astyages was gathered to his 
fathers, and Cyrus of Persia received his kingdolh."| So 
that the year b.c. 638 — the year which chronologists 
adhere to with fond devotion, as the year of the accession 
of Cyrus the Great — was the year in which Khosru became 

* Josephus (Ant.' x. 2, 2.) relates that Deiooes, the «£r8t king of 
Media, delivered his country from the yoke of the Assyrians at the 
time of the invasion of Sennacherib in the 14th year of king Heze- 
kiah (B.C. 689-8). 

Herodotus (i. 130) relates that the empire of the Medes lasted 128 
years, (688 — 660) from the accession of Deioces until its overthrow by 
E[hosru (Cyrus) ; but that the rule of the Medes was interrupted by 
the Scythian conquest of Asia. 

t Herodotus also records that four kings of Media reigned for 150 
years from the accession of Deiooes in b.c. 688 to the end of the reign 
of Astyages in b.c. 538. As we know, on the authority of Ctesiaa, 
that Astyages continued to reign after the transfer of the supremacy, 
his reign of 35 years ended with his death, and not with his over- 
throw by Khosru (Cyrus). 

\ In some editions this verse forms the last verse of the previous 
chapter (Susanna). The king mentioned in the following verse, with 
whom Daniel lived, was probably king EvUmerodach, the successor of 
Nebuchadnezzar. 
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the sole lord of the kingdom of Media ; but it was not the 
year when his grandson Coresh became king of Babylon, 
and issued the Decree for the rebuilding of the Temple of 
Jerusalem. 

Khosru perished in Scythia, as we are informed by 
Herodotus, when fighting against the Massagetae ; and 
the Mohammedan writer Tabari confirms this account, for 
he relates that ** Kai-Khosru, king of Persia, having 
appointed Lohrasp (Cambyses) his successor, suddenly dis- 
appeared, so that no trace of him could ever be discovered." 
Justin also corroborates this story, for he says that no 
messenger survived to bring the news to Persia. The 
death of Khosru occurred about the year b.c. 686, when he 
was seventy years of age (according to Dinon), and wlien 
Darkis was about twenty years old ; and his son Cambyses 
succeeded him as lord-paramount over the two kingdoms. 
(Herod, i. 209, 214). 

Khosru, therefore, was entirely of Persian descent, and 
Herodotus (in relating the history of one king Cyrus) 
seems to have heard most of the father of Cambyses, while 
Xenophon seems to have related chiefly the history of the 
son of Canibyses. The confusion is accounted for by the 
historians themselves : for Herodotus wrote — " I shall 
follow those Persians who do not wish to magnify the 
actions of Cyrus, but to relate the plain truth ; though I 
am aware that there are three other ways of relating Cyrus' 
history,'* and when relating the death of Cyrus, he says : 
** Of the many accounts given of the end of Cyrus, this 
appears to me most worthy of credit." Xenophon also 
confesses to much difference in the authorities from which 
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he derived his history, even in the matter of the princess 
whom Cyrus married. 

7. GambyseSy the son of Khosru (Cyrus) and 
father of Coresh (Cyrus). 

Khosru had two wives — Cassandane and Amytis (daughter 
of Astyages). The sons of Cassandane were Cambyses 
and Bardes. Cambyses, as Herodotus tells us, was 
descended, both through his father and mother, from the 
Persian royal family of Achaemenes (Herod, ii. 1, and iii. 2). 
He therefore received the hereditary kingdom of Persia, 
and is rightly reckoned as the second king of the Persian 
Empire. In addition to this he inherited the supremacy 
over Media, which his father had acquired. Bardes was 
put to death by his brother Cambyses, probably from 
motives of jealousy, before Cambyses set out for Egypt, as 
is related on the Behistun Eock. In the year b.c. 530, 
Babylon was taken by Coresh (Cyrus), the son of Cambyses, 
in the name of his father Cambyses, who then commenced 
his reign as King of Babylon for eleven years* (529 to 518), 
until his death. In b.c. 525, Cambyses started upon his 
Egyptian expedition, and during his absence the whole 
empire revolted from him. Then arose Gomates the 
Magian, (the so-called Pseudo-Smerdis) who, according to 
the inscription on the Behistun Eock, called himself 
" Bardes, the son of Cyrus, the brother of Cambyses.'* 

* Mr. Pinches has discovered records of the 11th year of Cambyses 
as king of Babylon on the Tablets, 
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This usurper, who for a time held supreme power, is pro- 
bably the Bardes, who is one of the short-lived kings of 
Babylon in the Egibi tablets. 

The different reckonings of the reign of Cambyses are 
now explained. According to Ctesias he reigned eighteen 
years, from 636 until his death in 618 ; according to Afri- 
canus and the Babylonian tablets, as translated by Mr. 
Pinches, he reigned eleven years, from 629 (when Coresh had 
conquered Babylon, as the lieutenant of his father Cambyses) 
until 518 ; according to Herodotus, he reigned seven years 
and jive months from 629, when he became king of Babylon, 
until 622, when Darius, son of Hystaspes, revolted and 
seized upon the kingdom of Persia, and the lordship over 
Babylon, as will be afterwards mentioned ; and, according 
to the Egyptian historian Manetho, he reigned eleven years, 
for he conquered Egypt in the fifth year of his reign 
(reckoned from the time when he became king of Babylon*), 
and reigned as king of Egypt for six years, from 626 until 
his death in 618. 

8. Cyaxares II. (Ahasuerus) and Esther. 

Cyaxares II. (or Tany-axares or Tany-oxarces) was the 

son of Khosru and his second wife Amytis, and he was 

therefore the half-brother of Cambyses, and very much 

younger — younger probably than his nephew Coresh 
(Cyrus) the son of Cambyses and Mandane ; for Cambyses 

■ ■■ ■■ ■■■^■^1 .i.i. ■ - - - ■ — ■ ■ ■ ■ ■ " ■ ■ - ■■■—■■■■, 

* As Babylon was much nearer to Egypt than Persia, and more 
known to the Egyptians, they were more likely to reckon the years of 
Cambyses by his reign over Babylon than by his reign over Persia, 
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had married Mandane before his father married her sister 
Amytis. Cyaxares cannot have been more than about 
twenty-two years old when his father died in b.c. 636. 

Through his mother, therefore, Cyaxares was of Median 
birth ; and to him Cyrus gave tlie kingdom of Media with 
the eastern provinces, thus allowing him to sit upon the 
throne of his gi'andfather Astyages. This is the history 
according to Ctesias, who calls Cyaxares by the name of 
Tany-oxarcesy and says that Cyrus left the kingdom to his 
elder son Cambyses and appointed Tany-oxarces ruler over 
the eastern provinces. Xenophon also in his account of 
the death of Cyrus says that he had two sons Cambyses 
and Tany-axares ; and in this matter of the two sons, he 
seems, for the only time in his history, to be relating what 
was true of Khosru (father of Cambyses) but not what was 
true of Coresh (son of Cambyses). Moreover, he is not 
aware that Tany-axares, whom at the end of his book he 
calls the younger son of Cyrus (Khosru) is the same name 
and the same person whom throughout the history he 
calls Cyaxares the uncle of Cyrus (Coresh). Cambyses, as 
he tells us, received the "kingdom" {i.e. Persia, which 
had acquired the supremacy), and Tany-axares (Cyaxares) 
received the ** satrapy " (Le. the vassal kingdom) of the 
Medes, Armenians, and Cadusians (Xen. Cyrop, viii. 7, 11.) 
Thus it is seen that Ctesias and Xenophon are remarkably 
in agreement respecting the existence of Cyaxares IL, king 
of Medui, the successor of Astyages. 

Xenophon represents Cyaxares, king of Media, as being 
the son of Astyages and as succeeding his father on the 
throne (Cyrop. i. 6, 2) ; but Ctesias sroms to describe him 
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with more accuracy as the maternal grandson of As- 
tyages. 

It seems therefore that the two kingdoms of Media and 
Persia remained separated, in spite of their commonly- 
supposed union. What really took place was the Trans- 
fej' of supremacy from Media to Persia ; but Media was 
by far the most extensive of the two kingdoms, and the 
most important, and the joint customs of the two nations 
were known as tJw Laws of the Medes ami Persians, 

This king Cyaxares II. is referred to several times in 
Dr. Smith's Dictionaries, and he is always dismissed as 
having never really existed ; one of the articles in those 
Dictionaries telling us that *• the Cyaxares II. of Xenophon 
is an invention of that amusing writer." He is spoken of 
under the names of Ahamierus (or Ackshuitis)^ Cyaxares ^^^ 
Tany-axareSy and Tany-oxarces ; t" and in addition he might 
also be called Xerxes, for the names Ahasuerus, Cyaxares, 
and Xerxes are acknowledged to be the same name written 
respectively in Hebrew, Median, and Greek ; and thus 
Cyaxares I., the conqueror of Nineveh, is also spoken of 
in the Book of Tobit (xiv. 16) under the name of Assuenis. 

Upon the death of Astyages in b.c. 589 or 688, after a 
reign of thirty-five years, Cyaxares was allowed by his father 
Khosru to rule over Media as the vassal or viceroy of 
Persia. Khosru perished in b.c. 686 ; and it was pro- 

* Gy-axares is the Greek rendering of Ke-AckshuruK, just as Cyrus, 
king of Persia, is called Ke-Khosru or Kai-Khosru by the Oriental 
historians. 

t Tany-oxarces is the Greek rendering of Danu-Ackshurus ox 
" Ahasuerus the powerful,*' 
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bably at this time that king Cyaxares (Ahasuerus) '* sat 
upon the throne of his kingdom which was in Shushan 
(Susa) the palace " {i.e, came into fall possession of his 
kingdom), •* in the third year of his reign " {i.e. about 
three years after he had j&rst been allowed to rule), and 
** made a feast unto all his princes and servants," when 
the supremacy of Persia was officially acknowledged, for 
— contrary to the usual description of the two nations as 
that of the Medes and Persians — we are told that the 
nobles of Persia ami Media were present at the banquet 
(Esther i. 2, 8.) 

The dominions of Cyaxares embraced probably the chief 
portion of the old kingdom of Media, and extended from India 
even unto Cush — that is, from India to Asiatic Gush, other- 
wise called Cossaea, Susiana, or Khuzistan (land of Cush), 
and not from India to African Cush or Ethiopia as translated 
in our Bibles (Esther i. 1.) 

In the sevenfli year of his reign (b.c. 532 or 681), after 
the conclusion of the war against Croesus and the conquest 
of Asia-Minor by Cyrus the son of Cambyses, Ahasuerus 
married Esther the Jewess, and raised her to the place 
which had been occupied by the queen Vashti (Esther ii. 
16, 17). 

Cyaxares perished iij b.c. 524 ; for Cambyses, as we are 
told by Ctesias, whilst undertaking his arduous conquest 
of Egypt, became jealous of the rising power of the Medes, 
and, sending for his younger brother Tany-oxarces (Cyax- 
ares), he compelled him to drink poison. 

Then, m default of male issue — for Xenophon tells us 
that Cyaxares had no legitimate issue — Media fell under 
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the influence of the royal widow Esther or Hadassah, who 
had acquired so much power in the kingdom (Esther 
ii. 7 ; Xen. Cyrop. viii. 5, 26). The subsequent history 
of this queen will be described later on. 

Cyaxares II. was the last of the kings of the Median race, 
and he bore the name of his illustrious ancestor Cyaxares 
I, who, in conjunction with Nabopalassar, had destroyed 
the city of Nineveh. And thus we are able to understand 
the inscription on the Behistun Eock, which tells of two 
** impostors" — Phraortes and Sitratachmes — whom Darius 
had to drive from the throne of Media before he could him- 
self reign in undisputed right, and who both laid claim to 
belong to the family of Cyaxares.* So also we are able 
to understand that Darius himself, after he had set him- 
self upon the throne of Media, and had married the royal 
widow Esther (or Atossa), and had chosen the Median 
capital of Susa as his favourite residence, was desirous to 
be considered as the inheritor of the illustrious throne of 
Cyaxares, and called himself Darius tlie son of Ahasuerus, 
of the seed of the Medes, (Daniel ix. 1.) 

9. Goresh (Cyrus), the son of Cambyses. 

Coresh was the son of Cambyses and Martdane, and was 
therefore on his father's side the grandson of Khosru, and 
on his mother's side the grandson of Astyages ; and being 
of Persian descent through his father and of Median birth 
through his mother, he is Cyrus the Mule, who was said by 

* Galled U-akstarra (i.e. Ackshuras) on the Behistun Bock. Be- 
cords of the Past. vol. i. pp. 107-130. 
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Megasthenes and Herodotus (i. 55 and 91) to have been 
foretold to both Croesus and Nebuchadnezzar as the prince 
who would come to overthrow the kingdoms of Lydia 
(Asia-Minor) and Babylon. 

It seems probable that the preparations for the war be- 
tween the Persians and Medes on the one side, and the 
Lydians and Babylonians on the other, had akeady begun 
when Nebuchadnezzar died, and that it broke out during 
the reign of his successor ; for Nebuchadnezzar, according 
to Megasthenes, when dying, foretold to the Babylonians 
that a Persian Mule would come to put a yoke upon their 
necks. 

About the year b.c. 585,* when Cyrus was quite yomig 
— as Xenophon relates, for he was only about twenty- three 
years old — he began his military career. While his father 
Cambyses was king of Persia, and his youthful uncle 
Cyaxares 11. was king of the vassal kingdom of Media, the 
young Cyrus (as Xenophon relates), held the command of 
the allied forces of the Persians and Medes, and, acting as 
the lieutenant of his father and his uncle, he led his army 
against Croesus king of Lydia, defeated him at the battle 
of Pteria and captured the city of Sardis, his capital. 
Croesus seems to have lived with his conqueror, and to 
have been treated by him as a friend, t Cyrus was allowed 



* It may be mentioned here that a careful investigation of the 
chronology of the kings of Lydia points to the year 535 as the date 
of the capture of Sardis, instead of the year 546. 

t Herodotus appears to have been confused when he describes 
Croesus as accompanying Ehosru (Cyrus) in his fatal expedition 
against the Massagetae, but is probably correct in asserting that he 
accompanied Cambyses to Egypt. 
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to rule as king over- the dominions which he had con- 
quered — comprising Asia- Minor, Ai'menia, and other 
countries — and to hold his court at Ecbatana (or Achmetha) 
in Media ; while Cyaxares lived at Susa (or Shushan), and 
Cambyses held his court at Pasargadae in the imperial 
province of Persia (Ezra vi. 2 ; Herod, i. 153 ; Esther i. 2). 
It is supposed that Evilmerodach king of Babylon perished 
in this campaign, fighting on the side of Croesus (Xeii. 
Cyrop. iv. 1,8). This great conquest was amongst the 
most important of the achievements of Cyrus ; for the 
dominions of the Medo-Persian empire were thus extended 
to the shores of the iEgean Sea, and the territory of the 
king of Babylon was restricted to Syria and the valley of 
the Euphrates. Well might the tomb of Cyrus bear upon 
it the inscription which was noticed by the historian Ar- 
rian: — ** I am Cyrus the son of Cambyses, who acquired 
empire for the Persians, and reigned over Asia (Asia- 
Minor)." His reign of twenty-nine yeai's (according to 
Herodotus) counts from this year 586 until his death in 
506. 

Not long afterwards, as Xenophon relates, and probably 
about the year b.c. 530, the young Cyrus, again command- 
ing the united armies of the Medes and Persians, and 
again acting as the Heutenant of his father and of his 
uncle, marched for the first time against Babylon and 
took the city. Cambyses received the throne as lord- 
paramount, and became the first of the Medo-Persian 
kings of Babylon, and « reckoned the eleven years oi his 
reign (according to the tablets) from 529 until his death 
in 518, or the seven-and-a half years of his reign (according 
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to Herodotus) from 629 until the usurpation of Darius in 
622. He probably placed the native Babylonian prince 
Nabonidus as his viceroy on the throne of Babylon, and 
Nabonidus reckoned the seventeen years of his reign from 
630 until his overthrow in 618.* This dual sovereignty of 
Cambyses and Nabonidus harmonises with the data given 
above respecting these two kings of Babylon whose reigns 
are both of them shown to date from about b.c. 630. 
Moreover, it is in agreement with the CyropaBdeia of 
Xenophon, which distinctly places the taking of Babylon 
during the reign of Cambyses king of Persia ; but which 
history, carefully written by a serious and otherwise trust- 
worthy historian, has been thrown aside as a ** historical 
romance." Furthermore this dual sovereignty with Na- 
bonidus as the viceroy of Cambyses is confirmed by the 
Oriental historian Tabari, who relates that ** Kai-Khosru, 
king of Persia appointed Lohrasp (Cambyses) his suc- 
cessor," and that ** Lohrasp resided at Balk and placed 
Nabuchodonosor (Nabonidus) as governor in Babylon." 
On the tribute-tablets Cambyses bears the double title of 
King of Babylon and Kin>g of the two Nations (i.e, the two 
confederate nations of the Medes and the Persians), while 
Nabonidus bears the title of King of Babylon alone. 

For this great victory Cyrus received many honours. 
Cyaxares promised him his daughter in marriage, and 
"with her," said he, **I give all Media as her dowry, 

* Some accounts relate that there was a conspiracy at Babylon 
which was in league with the besiegers. The conspirators probably 
murdered the young king Lahorosoarchod and set up Nabonidus as 
king. 



TH£ OLD TESTAMENT EXPLAINED. 81 

for I have no legitimate male issue."* Before his marriage, 
however, Cyrus went to Persia to receive the consent of 
his father. Cambyses received him in presence of the 
whole Persian court, to whom he spoke : ** You, Persians, 
in case any one attempts to put an end to Cyrus's empire, 
or excite any of his subjects to revolt, shall yield such 
assistance in defence of yourselves and of Cyrus as he 
shall order," — thus showing that Cyrus already held a 
kingdom of his own, which embraced Asia-Minor and the 
neighbouring countries (Xen. Cyrop. viii. 6). 

Cyrus seems to have commenced his reign over Media 
about the year b.c. 626, which is the year gathered from 
Josephus (against Apion i. 21) as that of his accession. 
It may be, as Xenophon leads us to suppose, that he was 
associated with Cyaxares on the throne of Media, when 
he married his uncle's daughter, who was perhaps the 
daughter of the former queen Vashti, and old enough to 
be given in marriage according to the custom of Oriental 
nations. On the death of Cyaxares in b.c. 524, Cyrus, 
his son-in-law, succeeded to the greater part of his 
dominions and was therefore the ruler over the whole 
country from the iEgean Sea on the west to India on 
the east, and from the Oxus on the noiiih to the borders 
of Syria, Babylon, and Persia on the south ; while 
Cambyses was the king of Persia, Babylon, Syria, and 
Egypt. 

* It is worth mentioning that Xenophon tells us : *' There are 
some authors who say that he married his mother's sister." Now 
Ehosru, as has been related, did marry Amytis, who was the sister of 
Mandane, the mother of Coresh. 
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From this time the Medes seem to have thrown off the 
supremacy of Persia which had been imposed upon them 
by Ehosru, and which Cambyses was unable to maintain 
during his absence in Egypt. The rule of Cyrus over 
Susiana and some other portions of Media was, however, 
interfered with by the usurpation of Gomates the Magian 
and afberwards by the rising power of Darius.* 



10. Darius and Gyrus. 

But a great change soon took place in the Perso-Median 
empire. For about the year b.o. 622, during the long 
absence of Cambyses in Egypt — from which country he 
never returned, dying on his way home in Syria — the 
whole empire revolted against him. 

Darius, son of Hystaspes, seized upon the supreme 
throne of Persia, claiming along with it the lordship over 
the whole empire, including the throne of Babylon, and 
commenced his long reign of thirty -six years (in accordance 
with Herodotus and the Babylonian cuneiform tablets) from 
B.o. 622 to B.C. 486. 



* It would seem from a tablet of Nabonidus, that about the year 
B.C. 524 (the sixth year of Nabonidus) Gyrus overthrew Astyages, 
king of Ecbatana, who had probably rebelled during the absence of 
Cambyses, and had claimed to be a descendant of the kings of Media. 
This king is supposed by some to be Astyages under whom Media 
lost her supremacy. Such a supposition would be at variance with 
all records and histories, and subversive of every system of chronology 
that has ever been propounded. 
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Darius was the real founder of the great Persian Empire, 
and he stands forth conspicuous in history, like Alexander 
and Charlemagne. And so prominent, too, was he, that 
three independent writers — Herodotus, Daniel, and Ctesias 
— ^have recorded his age. He was horn ahout the year b.c. 
556 ; hecause he was ahout twenty years of age, according 
to Herodotus (i. 209), at the time of the death of Khosru 
in B.C. 586 ; and he was ahout sixty-two years of age, 
according to Daniel (v. 31), at the time of the fall of 
Bahylon, and the release of the Jews in b.c. 498 ; and he 
was ahout seveiity-two years of age, according to Ctesias, at 
the time of his death in b.c. 484, in the year of the seventy- 
fourth Olympiad (according to Orosius), and two years 
after he had ceased to rule, and had handed over the sole 
sovereignty of the empire to Xerxes. 

Cyrus was reigning at the same time ; and heing the 
grandson of Ehosru, who had transferred the supremacy 
from the Medes to the Persians, and the son of Camhyses 
^who had inherited the supremacy, he was the legitimate 
heir to the throne of his father and his grandfather, from 
which he was excluded by the successful usurpation of 
Darius. He therefore often went by the title of " King of 
Persia," as he is described in the Books of Daniel and 
Ezra, although he never sat upon the throne of Pasargadae ; 
and, as Xenophon relates, only paid occasional visits to 
that province of the empire. 

After the death of Camhyses in b.c. 518, and the over- 
throw of the Magian revolters with their prince Gomates 
(or Pseudo-Smerdis), Darius was secure upon the throne 
of Persia and commenced his reign of thirty -one years (ac- 

F 2 
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cording to Ctesias) from b.c, 517 to b.c. 486.* This 
period of the life of Darius seems to be indicated in his 
great inscription on the Behistun Eock ; for, apparently in 
reference to this time, he says : ** This is what I did be- 
fore I became king," and ** This is what I did after I 
became king." 

Then the two kings, Darius and Cyrus, were reigning 
contemporaneously, and their joint efforts were directed 
against Nabonidus, who also had taken advantage of the 
absence of Cambyses and had set himself up as an inde- 
pendent ruler. Herodotus (iii. 150) mentions the prepara- 
tions which the Babylonians made for a long siege during 
the confusion which accompanied the usurpation of Gomates 
the Magian, although he writes indistinctly respecting 
the different sieges of Babylon. It is probable that Naboni- 
dus was not a direct descendant of Nebuchadnezzar, and that 
he owed his appointment as the viceroy of Cambyses to a 
conspiracy which existed in the city at the time when 
Cyrus first took Babylon. (Xen. Cyr. vii. 5, 30). It is 
also probable that, in order to secure his throne, he mar- 
ried a daughter of the great king Nebuchadnezzar, and 
that she was the aged Queen-mother, who afterwards re- 
minded her son Belshazzar of the prophetic powers of 
Daniel (Daniel v. 10—12.) 

Some sort of an alliance was formed between Darius 



* There is an interesting tablet relating to Darius, among the 
Warka series, belonging to the year after the death of Goresh, in 
which the year is counted according to both the reckonings of the 
reign of Darius. (Transactions of the Soo. Bib. Arch., vol. i., part 2, 
page 205). 
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Bind Cyrus, for Joseplius (Ant. x. 11, 2) records that both 
these kings took part in the overthrow of Nabonidus. 
Moreover, the Oriental historian Tabari says, that ** on 
the death of Lohrasp (Cambyses), he was succeeded by 
Gouschtasp (Darius)," and that " Gouschtasp being dis- 
pleased on hearing that Syria and Palestine were oppressed, 
and Jerusalem desolate and in ruins, sent his general 
Kouresh (Cyrus), who was governor of Iraq, to Babylon, 
and ordered him to take Nabuchodonosor (Nabonidus) and 
send him to Balk, and at the same time to send back the 
children of Israel to Jerusalem. Eouresch did as he was 
commanded, and then took the government of Babylon, 
as well as of Iraq." Now this is in agreement with the 
present argument, and confirms the history ; inasmuch as 
Darius being the king of Persia laid claim to the supremacy 
over the whole empire and considered Cyrus as his viceroy 
or "general," and Cyrus from this time took the title of 
King of Babylon or **the government of Babylon," while 
Darius still claimed to be lord-paramount. 

There was a main cause, however, — more potent than 
the similarity in religious faith between the Medo-Persians 
and the Jews — which induced Cyrus and Darius to make 
war upon Babylon ; for Cyrus (according to Xenophon) 
had received the dominions of Ahasuerus, who had married 
Esther the Jewess ; and Darius, as will shortly be 
explained, had already married this powerful royal 
widow in order to consolidate his claim to the throne of 
Media. 



86 THE OLD TESTAMENT EXPLAINED. 

11. The Decree of Gyrus and return of 
Sheshbazzar to Jerusalerriy B.C. 513. 

When Cyrus commenced his preparations to march 
against Babylon and overthrow king Nabonidus — who 
since the long absence of Gambyses in Egypt had rebelled 
against his Persian suzerains — he probably took the title 
of King of Babylon, about the year b.g. 514, and began his 
reign of nine years (from 614 to 506). 

Nabonidus, after a reign of seventeen years, was over- 
thrown by Cyrus about the year b.o. 518. We are told 
that he surrendered at Borsippa, and that Cyrus also 
laid siege to Babylon, and at the same time issued the 
Decree allowing the Jews to return to their country and 
to rebuild the temple (Ezra v. 13). The Jews appear 
to have lived in villages by themselves outside the great 
walls of Babylon ; so that, upon the arrival of the liberating 
army, it was possible for some of them to set out for Judsea 
before the conquest of Babylon had been completed. 
Josephus tells us that the Temple of Jerusalem lay desolate 
for Fifty years — ^that is, from the time of its destruction in 
B.C. 563 to the time of the Decree of Cyrus in b.c. 518, when 
he ordered its restoration and handed over the inventory 
of the sacred vessels to Sheshbazzar (Josephus against 
Apion i. 21 ; Ezra i. 8 — 11). A small band of Jews set 
out to Jerusalem under the leadership of Sheshbazzar,* 

* It has generally been supposed that Sheshbazzar is the same as 
Zerubbabel. They were probably two different princes ; but if they 
were the same, Zerubbabel made two journeys to Jerusalem — the 
first about b.c. 513 by order of Gyrus, and the second about b.c. 492 
by order of Darius. 
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and ''laid the foundation/* or, more probably, began 
to prepare the ground for the rebuilding of the temple 
(Ezra V. 14— rl6 ; Isaiah xliv. 28). But no further pro- 
gress was made in the building until after the return 
of the great caravan of Jews under Zerubbabel and 
Jeshua by permission of Darius, about twenty years 
later, as will be afterwards narrated. The sacred vessels 
of the temple were not taken to Jerusalem at this time 
by Sheshbazzar, because there was no place at Jeru- 
salem in which to deposit them ; and they still remained 
at Babylon where they were afterwards used at the 
feast of kiiig Belshazzar (1 Esdras iv. 44 and 57 ; Daniel 
V. 2). 

From about this time we must count the reign of Cyrus 
as King of Babylon. He, too, like his father Cambyses, is 
also called on the tribute tablets by the double title of King 
of Babylon and King of the two Nations, and he reigned, 
according to the tablets, and also according to Alexander 
Polyhistor, for nine years, from about b.o. 614, until 
his death, about b.c. 506. And Darius also was reigning 
at this time, and again asserted his sovereign rights over 
the whole empire ; for we are told by Josephus and 
Megasthenes that when Cyrus had taken Babylon and 
demolished the outer walls, he marched against Nabonidus 
who had fled to Borsippa ; that Nabonidus surrendered to 
Cyrus who sent him to Carmania, but that Darius drove 
him from Carmania (Josephus against Apion i. 20.)* 

* A tablet of Cyrus describing the capture of Babylon does not 
confirm this, but records that Nabonidus died soon after he ceased to 
reign. 



88 THE OLD TESTAMENT EXPLAINED. 

There can be little doubt that this was the time when 
Cyrus became King of Babylon and issued the Decree 
(Ezra i. 1 ; v. 13). For it must be remembered that the 
cuneiform writing remained in use in Babylonia until after 
the Christian era ; and Berosus, who was a Babylonian 
and wrote about b.c. 260, asserts that Nabonidus was 
dethroned by Cyrus sixty -eight years after the accession 
of Nebuchadnezzar (in b.o. 581). Again Josephus counts 
one hundred and eighty two years and a half from the 
Captivity of the Ten Tribes (in b.c. 696) to the first year 
of Cyrus in b.o. 513 (Heading of Ant. Book x). So again, 
the history of these times is brought down about twenty- 
Jive years nearer to the Christian era ; and the Ckoresh of 
Isaiah, Daniel, and Ezra, is identified with the Couresck 
of Eastern writers, who took Babylon in the days of Darius 
(Gouschtasp), and also with the Cyrm of Xenophon, who 
never made war against Media, and who was the son — and 
not the father — of Cambyses, king of Persia.* 

In describing the great siege of Babylon by Cyrus, 
Herodotus (i. 188) calls Nabonidus by the name of Laby- 
netus, but says that he was the son of Nitocris, — thus 
confounding Nabonidus with Nebuchadnezzar, and making 
the error of twenty-five years which pervades so much of 
the history, by mistaking the year b.c. 588 (the end of the 
reign of Nebuchadnezzar) for the year b.o. 518 (the over- 
throw of Nabonidus). This accounts also for the erroneous 
year of b.c. 538 as the year of the accession of Cyrus to 
the throne of Babylon. 

* The same tablet makes mention of a son Cambyses who was 
present when Cyrus took Babylon. 
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After the overthrow of Nabonidus in b.o. 518, Nadin- 
tabelus— ^who, according to the Behistun inscription called 
himself Nebuchadnezzar the son of Nabonidus — may have 
been allowed to reign at Babylon ; and he was perhaps 
the king who was slain by Darius and Gyrus in b.c. 510, 
at the end of a long siege. For the tablet of Cyrus, de- 
scribing the overthrow of Nabonidus, makes no mention 
of a siege at that time, although the city had been carefully 
fortified by Nitocris and her son Nebuchadnezzar and 
afterwards by Nabonidus. 

The changes of rulers at Babylon in those days seem to 
have been very frequent, and it is impossible to know how 
they were eflfected ; so that the different sieges and cap- 
tures of the city will probably never be explained. It does 
not follow that a siege took place every time that a 
rebellious native Babylonian ruler was overthrown by his 
Persian suzerain ; for, like Jehoiachin, he may have sur- 
rendered upon the threatened approach of the conqueror. 

It would appear that Babylon was again taken by Cyrus 
about the year b.c. 510 ; for Clement of Alexandria relates 
that the overthrow of Babylon took place 243 years after 
the foundation of Eome (in 753), and 186 years before the 
death of Alexander the Great (in 323) ; and this is also the 
year recorded by Orosius, who wrote that ** Babylon for 
the last time was overthrown by king Cyrus at the time 
when Eome for the first time was freed from the tyranny 
of the Tarquin kings." 

The prophet Daniel was held in esteem by both Darius 
and Cyrus, who no doubt were always well disposed to 
the exiled Jews; and he seems to refer to these times 
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when Darius and C3mi8 were reigning contemporaneously, 
and also to some cause which frustrated and delayed 
the plans which Cyrus had made for the rebuilding of 
the temple of Jerusalem (Daniel vi. 28). It seems also 
that he was desirous of returning to Jerusalem with 
Sheshbazzar ; but that at this time, when Babylon fell 
again before the forces of the Medes and Persians, 
which would be about the third year of the reign of 
Cyrus, there existed some sort of antagonism between 
the two princes, and that he was prevented by ^* the 
Prince of the the kingdom of Persia " (who probably 
was Darius), and that he was at last induced to remain 
in the East with the "Kings" of Persia — that is, with 
Cyrus and Darius (Daniel x.) 

It will be seen that twenty-one years were yet to pass 
away from the return of Sheshbazzar before the return of 
the chief portion of the captive Jews under Zerubbabel by 
the permission of Darius ; and this long period of anxious 
waiting for the delivery of his countrymen, during which 
Daniel often lived at the court of Susa as the favourite of 
Darius and Esther, is probably referred to by the prophet as 
his ** three weeks" (or twenty-one years) of "mourning," 
and also as the " one-and-twenty days " (or years) during 
which his wishes were thwarted and delayed by ** the 
Prince of the kingdom of Persia." (Daniel x. 2"and 18 ; 

viii. 2.) 

Coresh, as has been described, was essentially a Median 
monarch — being a Mede by birth, marriage, adoption, and 
dominion, — and he never ruled over the imperial province 
of Persia. A confirmation of this is furnished by the accu- 
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racy with which Xenophon records (Cyrop. viii. 6, 22), 
that, after his conquest?, the royal residences were Baby- 
lon, Susa, and Ecbatana — ^not one of these cities being in 
Persia, whose capital at that time was Pasargadae. This, 
too, is in harmony with the Book of Ezra (vi. 2, 3), which 
relates that he kept his royal archives at Ecbatana (or 
Achmetha.) ' 

Coresh died about the year b.c. 506 when' about fifty-four 
years of age, during one of his occasional visits to Persia, 
** the seventh visit from the acquisition of his empire," as 
Xenophon records (Cyrop. viii. 7, 1) ; and he was buried at 
Pasargadae — the old capital of the kings of Persia — where 
his tomb has been identified with the inscription, " I am 
Cyrus the king, the Achsemenian." According to the 
historian Arrian, the tomb bore the words : ** I am Cyrus, 
the son of Cambyses, who acquired empire for the Persians 
and reigned over Asia. Grudge me not this monument; " 
— thus appealing to the Persians, over whom he had never 
ruled, that they might respect the tomb of the son of 
Cambyses and the grandson of Khosru, who had both sat 
upon the throne of Persia. The Egyptian character of 
the sculptiu'es on this tomb is accounted for, now that it 
is believed to be the tomb of Coresh, the son of the 
conqueror of Egypt, and not that of Khosru, who, 
according to several authorities, perished unburied far 
away on the plains of Scythia. 

It is a remarkable confirmation of the error of uniting 
these two princes, Khosru and Coresh, into one king mider 
the name of Cyrus the Great, that Khosru, being seventy 
years old at the time of his death in 686 (according to the 
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Greek historian Dinon), was bom in 606, while Coresh 
died in 506 ; and that Lucian, having heard of but one 
king Gyrus, says that he outlived his son Cambyses, and 
lived to the age of 100 years, ** as testified by the Persian 
and Assyrian {i.e. Babylonian) annals." 



12. Darius and Esther (Atossa). 

Darius was left, upon the death of Coresh, as sole lord 
of the Medo-Persian Empire and ruler over Persia, Media, 
Asia-Minor, Babylon, Syria, and Egypt. 

He had reigned secure upon the imperial throne of 
Persia since the year b.c. 617, and about, this time he 
married the queen Esther or Atossa, the widow of 
Cyaxares II. 

Cambyses, out of jealousy, had put to death his younger 
step-brother Cyaxares, and had then married Atossa. 
Herodotus (iii. 88) in relating this calls Atossa the sister, 
instead of the sister-in-law, of Cambyses. Afterwards, he 
says, she was married to Gomates, and finally to Darius. 

Esther (Hadassah or Atossa) probably remained at Susa 
during the absence of Cambyses in Egypt and the usur- 
pation of Gomates ; and, after overthrowing Gomates, 
Darius made her the royal consort of his throne and 
strengthened his claim to the supremacy over Media, 
which was the most important part of the empire. Then 
he called himself Darius the Mede and Darius, the son of 
AhasueruSf of the seed of the Medes, (Herod, iii. 88 ; Daniel 
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V. 31 ; ix. 1). Herodotus tells us that she was the favourite 
wife of Darius and that she had ** unbounded influence " 
over him. (Herod, vii. 8.) 

Soon afterwards was bom the eldest son of Darius and 
Esther — ^Darius' s favourite son — and to him was given the 
name of Xerxes (in Hebrew Ahasuerus, and in Median 
Qyaxares), the same name which had been borne by the 
king of Media, who, in conjunction with the Babylonians, 
had destroyed the city of Nineveh, and which had also 
been the name of the first husband of queen Esther. Thus 
queen Esther is the ancestress of nearly all the kings of 
Persia — ^including even its rulers at the present day, who 
bear the same proud title of ** King of Kings " (Shali-in- 
Shah). The Mohammedan writer Tabari tells us of a tra- 
dition — not the testimony of one single pen, but the testi- 
mony handed down from sire to son — that Xerxes, the son 
of Gouschtasp (Darius), was bom of a Jewess who was de- 
scended from Saul. This tradition is in agreement with the 
pedigree of Mordecai as given in the Book of Esther (ii. 6). 

The inscription on the Behistun Kock tells us how 
Darius had to contend against rebellious princes who 
claimed to belong to the Median royal race of Cyaxares. 
This helps us again to explain the preference shown hence- 
forward by Darius for the ancient throne of Media, and his 
desire to name his son after her illustrious kings. We 
know too, how, after this time the Persian royal residences 
were abandoned, and how Susa (and sometimes Ecbatana 
and Babylon), became the capital of the empire. More- 
over in his figure, as carved on the Behistun Eock, Darius 
is represented clad in the royal robe of Media. 
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And now we must picture to ourselves this royal court at 
Susa. For in addition to queen Esther, there lived at this 
court as the favourites and friends of Darius — Mordecai, 
Zerubbabel, the youthful Nehemiah, and sometimes also 
Daniel the prophet (Daniel viii. 2).* And surrounded as 
he was by many of the most noble of the Jewish race, 
whom he had chosen as his Mends, there is no wonder 
that Darius, yielding to their earnest solicitations and to 
the '* unbounded influence " of queen Esther, should have 
made a solemn vow that he would restore the city and 
temple of Jerusalem and carry out all that Gyrus ** intended 
to do," whenever he should become the undisputed ruler 
over the Jewish nation. (1 Esdras iv. 48; Josephus 
Ant. xi. 8, 8.) 



13. The last struggles o/' Babylonian 

independence. 

Owing to the vast extent of his dominions, Darius pro- 
bably attempted to rule the satrapy of Babylon by the 
appointment of native princes as viceroys ; and was again 
troubled with their rebellion. The inscription on the 
Behistun Eock informs us that he had to suppress the re- 
bellion of two kings, called Nadintabeltts and Aracus, who 

* The name which Darias took to himself of Dariiu the son of 
Ahasuerus of the seed of the Medes is further explained by the acconnt 
of his great feast in which he is described as reigning from " India to 
Khuzistan over 127 provinoes," just as Ahasuems had been pre- 
yionsly described. (Esther i. 1 ; 1 Esdras iii. 2.) 
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each oalled himself Nebuchadnezzar, the son of Nabonidus, 
king of Babylon. (Eecords of the Past, vol. 1.) * 

The Egibi Tablets also give us the names of two new 
kings of Babylon, called by the translators Nebuchadnezzar 
III, (or Pseudo-Nebuchadnezzar) who reigned one year, 
and Marduksaruzur, who reigned three years. 

Lastly the Book of Daniel gives us the name of Bel- 
thazzar, the last king of Babylon, who is called on one of 
the tablets the son of Nabonidus, and who reigned three 
years. (Daniel viii. 1.) 

Now some of these kings may possibly be one and the 
same king under different names, but it is impossible for 
us at present to decide upon this with any certainty what- 
ever. 

The rebeUion of Nadintabelus was suppressed by Darius 
in person, who relates on the inscription that he after- 
wards remained for some time at Babylon. 

M. The final fall of Babylonian indepen- 
dence and the end of the Seventy Years 
of Captivity^ b.c. 493. 

Belshazzar probably rebelled against his suzerain Darius, 
and, like his predecessors, felt himself secure behind the 
defences of Babylon. As he is supposed to have been the 
last of the Babylonian kings and his reign was but short, the 



* It may be inferred that the great Behistun inscription was re- 
corded before the reign of Belshazzar and the final fall of Babylon in 
B.C. 498, when Darius was sixty-two years of age. (Daniel v. 31.) 
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absence of cuneiform records of his reign may perhaps be 
accounted for. The city was taken by Darius after a long 
siege, probably by the stratagem of Zopyrus, as related by 
Herodotus, though this historian writes confusedly re-" 
specting the different sieges of Babylon. At his last feast 
Belshazzar displayed before his guests the costly vessels of 
the temple of Solomon which Cyrus had ordered to be 
handed over to Sheshbazzar, but which were not taken to 
Jerusalem until the new temple was completed ( Josephus 
Ant. xi. 1, 3.) At the same feast Daniel was sent for at 
the request of the aged queen-mother, who, from the im- 
portance assigned to her, and from her recollection of the 
divining powers of Daniel, was probably a daughter of the 
great king Nebuchadnezzar. Then Babylon was again 
taken by the Medes and Persians, and Belshazzar the king 
of the Chaldeans was slain, and Darius ** took the king- 
dom " of Babylon, as well as the " kingdom " over the 
Jews both at Babylon and in Judaea, in the year b.c. 498, 
when he was about sixty-two years of age (Daniel v. 81). 

From this time, b.c. 498, commences the third or Scrip- 
tural reckoning of the years of tlie reign of Darius — ^as used 
by Daniel, Ezra, Haggai, and Zechariah — when he ** was 
made king over the realm of the Chaldeans," and took 
upon himself the sovereignty over the Jewish people and 
the tabernacle of David. At the same time he stripped 
the rebellious city of her great walls of defence, and, pro- 
fiting by his own experience and that of his predecessors, 
he ruled over Babylon without the appointment of a native 
prince or viceroy, and took upon himself the ancient title 
of King of Assyria (Ezra vi. 22.) At this time also he 
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changed the whole policy of his government ; and instead 
of allowing so much power to the great national satrapies 
of the empire, he sub-divided his dominions into about one- 
hundred-and-twenty provinces, and took to himself the 
aged Daniel as his chief counsellor. (Daniel vi. 1 — 8.) 

And now were ended the ** Seventy Years " of indigna- 
tion against Jerusalem and of captivity at Babylon, during 
which the land of Judasa had lain desolate. For the prophet 
Daniel at this time, in the first year of the reign of Darius 
as King over the realm of the Chaldeans ** understood 
by books " that the seventy years of the *• desolations of 
Jerusalem" were accomplished ; while at the same time 
the angel informed the prophet that seventy weeks had been 
fulfilled upon the " holy city " Jerusalem, and that seventy 
weeks more would bring about the anointing of the " most 
holy." The prophet Zechariah also, in the following year 
— the second year of Darius — announced to the Jews, who 
in the meantime had returned to Jerusalem, that the 
seventy years of ** indignation against Jerusalem and the 
cities of Judah ** were already accomplished. (Daniel ix. \ 
Zechariah i.) 

There can therefore be no doubt that the Seventy Years 
came to a close in b.c. 498, which was seventy years after 
the destruction of Jerusalem by Nebuchadnezzar ; and 
that the following year, b.c. 492, which was the first year 
of the reign of Darius over the Jewish nation, was the 
year of the prophecy of Daniel — exactly 490 years or seventy 
weeks of years after the dedication of the temple of Solomon 
in B.C. 982, when Jerusalem was made the ** holy city," 
and also exactly 490 years or smjenty weeks of years before 
the Birth of Christ in the sabbatical year, b.c. 8 — 2. 

a 



Chapter VI. 



THE EETUBN OF THE JEWS FROM BABYLON. 



1. The end of the Seventy Years ^ e.g. 493. 

It will naturally be expected after the explanation 
already given, to the effect that the seventy years of the 
** desolations " of Jerusalem came to a close in the year b.c. 
493, that this was also the time when the chief portion of 
the captive Jews returned from Babylon to'Judsea ; and it 
will now be shown that such was the case, although it is 
contrary to the received reckoning, and we are left without 
any explanation of the Scripture narrative except the 
works of Josephus and the apocryphal Book of Esdras. 
For if the destruction of Jerusalem took place in the year 
B.C. 568, how can the prophecy of Jeremiah be said to have 
been fulfilled, if a large portion of the Jewish captives were 
allowed to retiun in the reign of Cyrus ? In endeavouring 
to explain that the Jews returned to Babylon soon after 
Darius had entirely put an end to even the shadow of 
Babylonian independence in the year b.c. 498, it will be 
necessary to compare the accounts given in the Books of 
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^zra, Nehemiah, and Esdras, and in the works of Josephus ; 
and it may here be stated beforehand that all these ac- 
counts will be found to be in general agreement, if we sup- 
pose the lapse of about twenty-one years between the first 
and second chapters of Ezra, and if we also suppose that 
the fourth chapter of Ezra, from the fifth verse to the end, 
refers to what occurred in Judaea previously to the events 
recorded in the second chapter, as is the interpretation put 
upon the Book of Ezra by Josephus (Ant. xi. 4. 4.) Let 
us then return to the year b.g. 513, when, as has been 
shown above, Cyrus issued his Decree for the return of 
the Jews and the rebuilding of the temple. 

The execution of the design of Cyrus, as we have already 
shown, was not carried out for some time. A few of the 
Jews, however, returned under the leadership of Shesh- 
bazzar (or Sanabassar) who was appointed by Cyrus to be 
the governor of Jerusalem, where a miserable remnant 
lived amidst the ruins of the city during the whole time of 
her desolation. Cyrus " set apart " the vessels of the 
temple for Sheshbazzar ; but they were kept at Babylon 
until the temple was ready to receive them, and were used 
by Belshazzar at his feast. (Ezra i. 8 ; v. 14 ; 1 Esdras 
ii. 12 ; iv. 44 ; vi. 18.). When Sheshbazzar had arrived 
at Jerusalem he began to prepare the ground for the re- 
building of the temple ; but he was not able to make 
much progress, for '* the people of the land weakened the 
hands of the people of Judah, and troubled them in build- 
ing, and hired counsellors against them, to frustrate their 
purpose, all the days of Cyrus even until the reign of 
Darius." (Ezra iv. 4, 6 ; v. 16.) 

G 2 
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2. The history of the Jews at Jerusalem during 

the interval between the Decree of Cyrus 

in B.C. 513 and the return of Zeruh- 

babel in B.C. 493 (or 492.) 

This is now the place to treat of the interval which 
elapsed between the reign of Cyrus and the reign of Darius. 
Two kings, Ahasiiems and Artaxerxes, are mentioned as 
reigning during this time ; and the commonly-accepted 
account of these two kings has endeavoured to identify them, 
in a manner which no one has ventured to consider satis- 
factory, with the two kings of Persia, Cajnbyses and 
Pseudo-Smerdis : so that we are required to believe that 
Ezra, who lived for some time at Babylon, not far from 
the seat of government of the empire, was unacquainted 
even with the names of the kings of Persia. There is good 
reason for supposing that these two names refer to Xerxes, 
the favourite son of Darius : for the name Ahaauerm is ac- 
knowledged to be the Hebrew form of the Greek name 
Xerxes and the Median name Cyaxares, and Xerxes seems 
also not unfrequently to have been described by the name 
Artaxerxes — as in the Septuagint translation of the Book 
of Daniel (v. 81), where it is said that Artaxerxes (t.6, 
Xerxes) succeeded his father Darius.* The inscription on 
the Behistun Eock teUs us of the extreme difficulties which 
Darius had to contend against in the work of consolidating 



* Similarly in the Apocryphal addition to the Book of Esther, the 
king Ahasuerus is called Artaxerxei. 
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his vast empire, and on this account doubtless he was glad 
to associate his son Xerxes with himself in the government. 
An inscription discovered in Egypt leaves it pretty certain 
that Xerxes was sent to rule over that country with the 
title of** king," as early as the year b.c. 498 ; * and it is 
not improbable that the province of Judsea, from its close 
proximity to Egypt, was placed under his jurisdiction. 
This association of Xerxes in the administration of the 
empire may also be inferred from the record of Gtesias, 
who tells us that the taking of Babylon by means of the 
stratagem of Zopyrus occurred in the reign of Xerxes ; so 
that the apparently conflicting accounts of Herodotus and 
Gtesias — ^the one asserting that this was in the reign of 
Darius, and the other that it was in the reign of Xerxes — 
may probably both be correct, and may be supposed to 
relate to the fall of Belshazzar in the year b.c. 498. 

Thus we may understand the Scripture narrative that 
the obstruction to the building of the temple continued 
** in the reign of Ahasuerus ; " and that ** in the days of 
Artaxerxes " the enemies of the Jews wrote to "Artaxerxes 
king of Persia'' (Ezra iv. 6, 7). The letter to Arta- 
xerxes and the reply to that letter both make men- 
tion of the ** kings,'' and thus confirm what has been 
already stated, that Darius had associated his son with 
himself in the empire (Ezra iv. 18 and 22). Artaxerxes, 
on receiving their letter, ordered a search to be made 
amongst the records, and, finding that Jerusalem had been 
a most rebellious and troublesome city, he forbade the con- 

^■■- ■■ ^■■■■■■^■■■1 ■ I ■■--■■- — ■■- ■■! I I ■■■ l^.^^ 

* Transaotions of the Soc. Bib. Arch., vol. i., part 2. 
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tiniiation of the work until farther orders. " Then ceased 
the work of the house of God . . . unto the second year of 
the reign of Darius " (Ezra iv. 24.) "^^ 

The Jews, however, during these long years of disap- 
pointment, had a firm and constant supporter of their 
anxious wishes. For we may believe that queen Esther 
never ceased to use her '' unbounded influence " with 
Darius on behalf of the restoration of her countrymen. It 
was probably owing to her that Zerubbabel, who belonged 
to the royal fEmiily of Judah, was admitted as one of the 
chief officers of the body-guard of Darius. To him Darius 
had made a solemn promise, that if ever he should have 
the " kingdom " — ^that is, if ever he should hold the 
sovereignty over the Jewish people — ^he would rebuild the 
temple of Jerusalem, and place in it the vessels which 
Cyrus had *' set apart " when he issued his decree for 
its restoration (1 Esdras iii. 4 ; iv. 18 and 48 — 45 ; 
Josephus Ant. xi. 8. 7). 

Darius, as has been already shown, " took the kingdom," 
when he overthrew Belshazzar in the year b.c. 49.8, and 
*' was made king over the realm of the Chaldeans," and 
received also the proud and ancient title of '* king of As- 
syria." Then the seventy years of indignation against 
Jerusalem and the cities of Judah were fulfilled, and tlie 
chief part of the Jewish captives returned to the land of 
their fathers, under the leadership of Zerubbabel and 
Jeshua. The Books of Ezra, Nehemiah, and Esdras agree 



* The jurisdiction of Xerxes over Egypt and Syria was perhaps re- 
ferred to by the petitioners when they made mention of the territory 
" on this sidf" the river." (Ezra iv. 16.) 
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in the register which they give of those who returned ; and 
the Book of Esdras agrees with Josephus in expressly as- 
serting that it was Darius who allowed them to return to 
JudsBa, and who ordered the temple to be built, and sent 
away the vessels of the . temple of Solomon which Cyrus 
had *'se^ apart" in readiness to be taken back to Jeru- 
salem. (1 Esdras iii. 1 : iv. 47 — 68.) 



3. The departure of the great caravan of 
Jews under the leadership of Zerubbabel, 
B.C. 493 (or 492.) 

It may be allowed us here to give way to our imagina- 
tions and picture to ourselves the scene at Babylon, when 
this great caravan of 50,000 Jews, with its long train of 
camels, horses, and mules, left the land where they had 
lived as captives for seventy years, and set out on their 
return to Judaaa, escorted by one thousand horsemen 
chosen from the invincible cavaby of Persia (1 Esdras 
V. 2), All that was illustrious, noble, and venerable re- 
turned in this great caravan : save two alone, the most 
illustrious of all — Daniel the aged prophet, who had been 
the witness of all the events of the seventy years of cap- 
tivity, and was now the chief counsellor of Darius ; and 
queen Esther, the favourite wife of Darius, who perhaps 
witnessed the joyful departure of her countrymen. Those 
whose names are best known are Zerubbabel, Jeshua 
(Jesus), Nehemiah, Mordecai (Mardocheus), and Ezra. 
Zerubbabelf prince of Judah, of the royal house of David, 
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was appointed goyemor of Jadssa ; and Jeshua (Jesus) was 
the high-priest. Nehemiah, "the Tirshatha" or cup-' 
bearer, was one of the number, and a young man at this 
time : he afterwards returned to Susa, where he stayed 
until Artaxerxes Longimanus appointed him governor of 
JudaBa (Ezra ii. 2 and 63 ; Nehemiah viii. 9 ; 1 Esdras 
V. 40). Ezra or Esdras^ the Scribe, probably travelled to 
Jerusalem in company with Zerubbabel ; but he after- 
wards returned to the East, and was sent again to Jeru- 
salem in the reign of Xerxes (Artaxerxes), as will be after- 
wards mentioned. 



4. Darius, Estherj Xerxes, Daniel, and 

Mordecai. 

Darius, as we are told by Daniel (v. 31), was now a little 
over sixty-two years of age. He stands forth in history as 
pre-eminently the greatest man of his time, and on his 
tomb at Persepolis, in the hereditary province of Persia, 
the ancestral home of the Persian royal family of Achsd- 
menes, he is called: " Darius, the Great King, the King of 
Kings ; the King of all inhabited countries ; the King of 
this great earth, far and near ; the son of Hystaspes, an 
AchaBmenian ; a Persian, the son of a Persian ; an Aryan, 
of Aryan descent.'* The famous inscription on the Be- 
histun Bock tells us, too, how anxious he was to uphold the 
pm'e monotheistical worship of the one god Ormazd^ and 
to be the champion of the pure Mazdeism as opposed to 
the " lie " or heresy of Magism. All this accounts also 
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for the *' unbounded influence " which his favourite queen 
Esther is said to have exercised over him, and also for 
the determination with which he espoused the cause of the 

« 

countrymen of Esther — the worshippers of the one God 
Jehovah. 

Esther, if we suppose that she was about sixteen years 
of age at the time of her marriage to king Ahasuerus, was 
now about flfty-flve. Her life had been devoted to the 
cause of her exiled countrymen. And according to Hero- 
dotus (iii. 184) ambition seems to have accompanied her 
zeal, for she is represented as the chief adviser of Darius in 
undertaking the invasion of Greece. Was it another 
crusade, as we should call it ? And was it that, as the 
Medes had destroyed the city of Nineveh, and as they had 
also put an end to the kingdom of Babylon, so now they were 
to> wage another war on behalf of monotheism against 
the false gods of the Greeks — the polytheism of Mount 
Olympus ? But it concerns us chiefly, because it is another 
proof of the correctness of the altered chronology, that just 
at this time, in the second year of Darius (over the Jewish 
nation), about the year 492 or 491, the prophets Haggai 
and Zechariah speak of the impending mighty invasion of 
Greece. And a^Esther was Hadassah or the Myrtle^ and 
the chief instigator of the invasion, so the prophet Zech- 
ariah speaks of the preparations for war *' amongst the 
myrtle trees." (Haggai ii. ; and Zech. i. 8). 

Xerxes was the son of Darius and his favourite wife 
Atossa or Esther, and was already associated with Darius 
in the administration of the empire. He was now pro- 
bably about twenty-four years of age. It would seem that 
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the government of Egypt together with the neighbouring 
province of Syria was assigned to Xerxes, while Darius 
himself preferred to reside at Susa the capital of Media. 

Daniel no doubt was an eye-witness of the departure of 
the Jews from the neighbourhood of Babylon. If we sup- 
pose that he was a youth of ten years when led captive in 
B.C. 676, he would now be an old man of about ninety- 
three ; and it was probably at the request of Darius, who 
so much valued his services, that he was induced to 
remain. 

Mordecai or Mardocheus, too, had been carried captive 
to the East when quite young and was of about the same 
age as Daniel. We may well believe that the filial love of 
Esther, whom he had guarded with a father's care, im- 
plored him and persuaded him to return and behold once 
again the land which he still remembered. 

5. The building of the Second Temple. 

Not long after the return of the Jews, probably in the 
year b.g. 492, in the seventh month, the people assembled 
at Jerusalem, and set up a temporary alty on the site of 
the temple, because *' the temple of the Lord was not yet 
built" (Ezra iii. 6; 1 Esdras v. 63).* Then they kept 
the feast of Tabernacles and sealed the covenant. These 

* It may be noticed that the prophet Isaiah (zliv. 28) when fore- 
teUing the Decree of Cyras did not promise that he would rebuild the 
temple ; for he speaks of the Lord *' saying to Jerusalem, Thou shalt 
be built ; and to the temple, Thy foundation shall he laid" 
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events are related by Ezra (iii. 1 — 7), and also with much 
more detail by Nehemiah (viii, ix, x.), who has given us 
the names of those who sealed the covenant ; and the 
priests and Levites who sealed, are, as we should expect, 
almost the same as those who, as is afterwards re- 
corded (Nehem. xii. 1 — 9), had arrived in JudaBa with 
Zerubbabel and Jeshua. 

Soon after this, and at the instigation of the prophets 
Haggai and Zechariah who told them that the Seventy 
years of indignation a>gainst Jerusalem were now expired^ the 
Jews were encouraged to begin the building of the temple, 
in the year b.c. 491, which was the second year of the 
reign of Darius as well as the second year of the return of 
the Jews. (Ezra iii. 8 ; iv. 24 ; v. 1, 2 ; Zechariah i. 12). 
Nothing whatever had been done since the time of Shesh- 
bazzar more than twenty years before, who had merely 
made some little progress in preparing the ground for the 
builders. Now, however, the work was begun in earnest ; 
and if we compare the accounts given us by Ezra and 
Haggai, we may learn that in the second month they 
** set forward the work," and that in the sixth month they 
** did work " on the site, and at last in the ninth month 
** the builders laid the foundation of the temple " amidst 
much rejoicing on the part of the people, but at the same 
time amidst the weeping of the ** ancient men " who had 
beheld the first temple. (Ezra iii. 8 — 18 ; v. 1, 2 ; Hag- 
gai i. and ii). These events took place shortly before the 
great invasion of Greece in the year b.c. 490 : and as a 
further confirmation of the altered reckoning of the chro- 
nology, this great expedition, when the heavens and the 
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earth aoid all nations were shaken, was foretold by the 
prophet Haggai as about to take place in ''a little while'* 
(Haggai i. 1 ; ii. 6 and 21, 22). Moreover Josephus informs 
us that the events recorded in the third chapter of Ezra took 
place in the reign of Darius ; so that he thus confirms the 
account given in the apocryphal Book of Esdras, which 
relates these events throughout in their natural order. 
(Josephus Ant. xi. 2. 3). 

One last effort however was made by the enemies of the 
Jews to hinder the building of the temple. For they ap- 
pealed to Darius personally, requesting him to order a search 
to be made in the '^ king's treasure house " at Babylon, in 
order to see if it really were true, as the Jews constantly 
affirmed, that Cyrus had issued a decree for the building of 
the Temple. Then Darius ordered a search to be made * * in 
the house of the rolls, where the treasures were laid up in 
Babylon ." The original decree of Cyrus was not however 
found in Babylon ; but it was found at Ecbatana in Media, 
which had been the residence of Cyrus (Coresh). (Ezra vi. 2). 
Then Darius issued the second decree, confirming the first 
decree which had been issued by Cyrus ; and this second 
decree also gives us to infer that the son of Darius was as- 
sociated with his father, and seems to have borne the joint 
names of Darius and Artaxerxes or Xerxes (Ezravi. 8 — 14). 

From the time of the Decree of Darius the Jews prose- 
cuted the work with vigour, and in the year b.c. 487, in the 
sixth year of the reign of Darius as king over the Jewish 
people, tlie Second Temple, or Temple of Zeruhbabel, was 
completed. In the following year, b.c. 486, it was solemnly^ 
dedicated, when the Jews rejoiced because the Lord " had 
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turned the heart '* of Darius, the new ** king of Assyria." 
(Ezra vi. 16—22). 

Then Jerusalem became again the " Holy City " ; for 
'*the commandment to restore and to build Jerusalem/* 
had "gone forth," — ^that is to say, it was carried out — 
exactly 488 years or ** seven weeks and threescore and two 
weeks '* before the Birth of Christ in b.g. 8. (Daniel ix. 25). 
From this time the Jews carefully observed the com- 
mandment of Moses that the land should have rest during 
each seventh or sabbatical year. This observance formed 
one of the points of the covenant which has been already 
referred to (Nehem. x. 81), and seems from the history of 
Josephus to have been carefully maintained down to the 
days of the New Testament. 

6. The subsequent history of Ezra and 

Nehemiah. 

We now turn to the history of Ezra, who in the 
meantime had gone back to Babylon in order to look after 
those of his countrymen who still remained in the East. 
In the year b.o. 479, in the seventh year of the reign of 
Xerxes, Ezra returned again to Jerusalem in company 
with a considerable number of his countrymen. In the 
Scriptural account of this journey Xerxes is again styled 
by the title of Artaxerxes, but being now the sole monarch 
of the empire, he is also called by the proud title of " King 
of kings'' which had been borne by his father Darius 
(Ezra vii. 8 and 12). We have already shown that this 
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king was not unfrequently called by the name of Artaxerxes, 
and there seems to be no doubt that Ezra journeyed with 
his numerous companions to Jerusalem in the seventh year 
of the reign of Xerxes, and not in the seventh year of the 
reign of Artaxerxes Longimanus. For Josephus tells us 
that Ezra (or Esdras) was living at Babylon at the time of 
the death of Darius, and that he returned to Jerusalem 
in the reign of Xerxes ; and Jewish writers all assert that 
he came up to Jerusalem in the seventh year of the Second 
Temple, which, according to the present reckoning, was 
also the seventh year of the reign of Xerxes. That such was 
the case is also shown in the prayer of Ezra immediately 
after his return, in which he spoke of the '^ kings'' of 
Persia who had '' set up " the temple of Jerusalem — that 
is, Darius and Artaxerxes or Xerxes, who only a few 
years before had issued the second decree for the re- 
building of the temple (Ezra vi. 14 ; ix. 9.) ; — so that Ezra 
returned to Jerusalem about the year b.g. 479, and, 
amongst the other affairs of the restored nation which he 
set in order and reformed, he probably took care to enforce 
the observance of the sabbatical year — ^the first which was 
kept after the return from the captivity — ^in the year b.c. 
479 — 8, as will be afterwards related. 

We now pass on to consider the history of Neliemiah, 
who travelled to Jerusalem when a young man in company 
with Zerubbabel and Jeshua at the time of the return of 
the Jews in b.g. 492. The Book of Nehemiah, at the sixth 
verse of the seventh chapter, goes back to the days of 
Zerubbabel and continues to relate the events from those 
days, until the twenty-sixth verse of the twelfth chapter. 
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when the narrative returns to the time of the events related 
in the early part of the book. When Nehemiah was at 
Jerusalem at the feast of' Tabernacles and the sealing of the 
covenant, he was known by his title of '* the Tirshatha " 
or cup-bearer. (Ezra ii. 2 and 68 ; Nehem. viii. 9 ; x. 1 ; 
1 Esdras v. 40). He then returned to Babylon and from 
thence to Susa, where he was living at the court of 
Artaxerxes Longimanus, when that kixig sent him to 
Jerusalem in order that he might relieve the distress of his 
countrymen and look after the protection of the city. 
Nehemiah went to Jerusalem in the year b.o. 445, in the 
twentieth year of the reign of Artaxerxes Longimanus 
(Nehem. ii. 1 ; xii. 26). Josephus relates that Nehemiah 
went to Jerusalem in the twenty-fifth year of the reign of 
Xerxes, meaning, there can be no doubt, the year b.g. 440, 
or the twenty-fifth year of the reign of Artaxerxes 
Longimanus ; for Xerxes only reigned twenty-one years. 
The probable solution of the disagreement between the 
Book of Nehemiah and Josephus is that Nehemiah was 
appointed governor in the year b.c. 445, but that he after- 
wards returned again to Susa, and was again sent to 
Jerusalem as governor in the year b.g. 440. 



7. The completion of the Wall of Jerusalenij 

B.C. 437. 

Josephus relates that the building of the Wall occupied 
two years and four months, and that it was at last com- 
pleted in the twenty-eighth year of the reign, that is, in 
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the year b.g. 487. In the Book of Nehemiah the difficulties 
are set forth which the Jews had to surmount and how the 
builders had to work with one hand and to hold a weapon 
in the other; which was exactly in fulfilment of the 
prophecy of Daniel that the wall should be built again ** in 
troublous times.'* (Daniel ix. 26). This year b.c. 487 
was exactly eight weeks or 66 yeai's from the time when 
Daniel prophesied in the year b.c. 498 ; and it was exactly 
seven weeks or 49 years from the ** going forth" (or 
completion) of the commandment to restore and build 
Jerusalem in the year b.c. 486, when the temple of 
Jerusalem was finished and Jerusalem became again the 
** holy city." Thus we see that the seventy weeks of years, 
or 490 years, which elapsed between the time of the fall oi 
Babylon in the year b.g. 498 and the Birth of Christ in 
B.C. 8, were divided into three periods as foretold by the 
prophet. One week, or seven years, was accomphshed 
when the temple was completed in the year b.c. 486 ; frx)m 
thence seven weeks, or 49 years, were completed when the 
wall of Jerusalem was finished in the year b.c. 487 ; and 
from thence threescore and two weeks, or 484 years, were 
completed at the time of the birth of ** Messiah the Prince " 
in the year b.c 8 — 2. (Daniel ix. 24, 26). 



Chapter VII. 

THE SABBATICAL BECKONING OF 
JEWISH HISTOKY. 



i. The Cycles of Seventy Weeks. 

In the previous chapters the outhnes of a corrected Scrip- 
ture Chronology have been set forth, with some of the ar- 
guments in support of this altered reckoning ; and it has 
been seen how this computation is m agreement with the 
precise words of the sacred Volume, as well as with the 
works of ancient authors and the records of cuneiform in- 
scriptions. It will be well now to verify the new chron- 
ology, by showuig how it is in exact agreement with the 
sacred sabbatical calendar of the Jews, aijd to preface this 
chapter by giving the calendar. , 

7 years=l sabbatical week of years. 

7 weeks or 49 years^^l jubilee cycle. 

70 weeks or 490 years=l cycle of ten jubilees. 

H 
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The whole history of the " chosen people," according to 
the calculations of Mr. Bosanquet, is divided into four of 
these large cycles of seventy weeks or 490 years : thus — 

B.C. 1962; 

being the year of the Call of Abraham, when dwelling 
in Ur of the Chaldees, when the perpetual grant of the 
** holy land " was made " to Abraham and to his seed for 
ever." (Acts vii. 2 — 6.) 

B.C. 1472 ; 

being the year of the Mission given to Moses on Mount 
Horeb. 

B.C. 982 ; 

being the year of the Dedication of the Temple of Solomon, 
when Jerusalem became the " holy city." 

B.C. 492 ; 

being the year of the return of the Jews from Babylon 
to the " holy land," in the first year of the reign of 
Darius over the Jewish nation, when the independence 
of Babylon was extinguished and Daniel uttered his 
prophecy. 

B.C. 3—2 ; 

being the year of the birth of ** Messiah the Prince." 

2, The commencement of the Sabbaths 
of rest unto the land. 

In connection with this subject it is important to fix the 
year when the children of Israel came into possession of 
the land which had been promised them. The dates of 
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the kings of Judah having heen already fixed, we may 
trace back to the reign of Solomon, who began to build 
the temple in his fourth year, b.o. 990* ; and this, we are 
told, was four-hundred-and-eighty years after the Exodus 
(1 Kings vi. 1.), which, therefore, took place in the year 
B.C. 1470. Now the ancient Hebrew commentary, the 
Seder Olam Rabbuj states that Caleb was sent to explore 
the land in the second year after the Exodus, and that he 
said to Joshua at the time of the division : ** Forty years 
old was I when Moses sent me to spy out the land, and 
now, behold I am this day eighty-and-five years old" 
(Joshua xiv. 7 and 10), from which — the commentary tells 
us — we may learn that the Israelites had employed seven 
years in subjugating the land. Thus we arrive at the year 

B.C. 1423; 

as the time when the descendants of Abraham took the 
land. Then began the law of Moses to be observed : that 
every seventh year should be set aside as a " sabbath of 
rest unto the land." (Leviticus xxv, 1 — 7.) The first Sab- 
batical year, therefore, was the year b.c. 1417 — or, more 
strictly, from autumn b.c 1417 to autumn b.c 1416 — and 
so, by taking every seventh year, we may arrive at each 
sabbatical year' in succession. If this is correct, we ought 
in the whole course of Scripture history to be able to 
identify some of these Sabbatical years by finding some 
allusions to their recurrence ; and such will now be 
attempted, leaving the years of Jubilee to be afterwards 

* One hundred and forty-four years before Dido (Josephus), and 
844 years before the destruction of Carthage. 

H 2 
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considered. The allusions to these years are very scanty, 
owing probably to the almost universal neglect of their 
observance before the time of the Babylonian captivity ; 
but yet there were doubtless a few who remained obedient 
to the law of Moses. 

3. The records of the Sabbatical years 
before the Captivity. 

(1) If the first Sabbatical year fell in the year b.c. 
1417 — 6, it follows that the sixty-third Sabbatical year 
would fall in the year b.c. 988 — 2, and this was the 
eleventh year of the reign of Solomon, when the temple 
was finished (1 Kings vi. 88), and it was followed by the 
year of Jubilee, as will be afterwards explained, when the 
temple was solemnly dedicated. 

(2) B.C. 920—19 ; 

being the ninth Sabbatical year from the completion of 
the temple of Solomon. This was in the fifteenth year of 
the reign of Asa ; and we are told that the covenant was 
renewed (2 Chron. xv. 8 and 10 — 12) by the people who 
were assembled at Jerusalem during **the year of release," 
which was the seventh or Sabbatical year, when all Israel 
were commanded to assemble together that the law might 
be read before them in their hearing. (Deut. xxxi. 10 — 18.) 

(3) B.C. 892—1 ; 

being the thirteenth Sabbatical year from the completion 
of the temple of Solomon. This was in the third year of 
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the reign of Jehosliaphat, when the princes and Levitea^in 
obedience to the commands of the king, took the book of 
the law ** and went about throughout all the cities of 
Judah, and taught the people." (2 Chron. xvii. 7 — 9 ; 
Deut. xxxi. 11.) 

(4) B.C. 689—8 ; 

being the forty-second Sabbatical year from the com- 
pletion of the temple of Solomon. This was in the four- 
teenth year of the reign of Hezekiah ; and the year b.c. 
689 has been already spoken of in reference to the illness 
of the king and the ** sign" of the partial eclipse of the 
sun on the 11th of January. It has been seen how Judaea 
was threatened by the impending invasion of Sennacherib 
at the time of the illness of the king. When Senna- 
cherib had really invaded Syria and was on the frontier 
of Egypt, he sent his blasphemous letter to Hezekiah. 
It was the Sabbatical year, when those who observed the 
law of Moses abstained from cultivating the land (Levi- 
ticus XXV. 4) ; and the prophet Isaiah alluded to this 
when he said : *^ Ye shall eat this year such things as 
grow of themselves." (2 Kings xix. 29.) This year was 
followed by the year of Jubilee, which was ** the second 
year " spoken of by Isaiah, the consideration of which 
will shortly follow. 

(6) B.C. 605—4 ; 

being the fifty-fourth Sabbatical year from the completion 
of the temple of Solomon. This was in the thirteenth 
year of the reign of Josiah, and the observance of the 
** sabbath of rest unto the land " (Leviticus xxv. 4) was 
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figuratively alluded to by the prophet Jeremiah as a time 
of ** fallow," which was then transpiring. For the prophet 
uttered these words in the year b.g. 604, which was forty 
years before the destruction of the city and temple of 
Jerusalem in the year b.c. 568. (Jeremiah i. 2 ; iv. 8 ; 
and XXV, 8 ; Ezekiel iv. 6.) 

(6) From B.C. 663—2 to B.C. 493—2 ; 

being the seventy years of the captivity at Babylon, and 
of the indignation against Jerusalem and the cities of 
Judah, which were seventy consecutive sabbaths for the 
land, ''for as long as she lay desolate she kept sabbath 
to fulfil threescore and ten years." (2 Ghron. xxxvi. 21.) 
These seventy years were the expiring years of the cycle 
of seventy weeks, or 490 years, which began in b.c. 982 
and ended in b.c. 492 ; and as the Jews during the whole 
of this cycle had almost universally neglected the obser- 
vance of the law requiring everjt seventh year to be 
observed as a'sabbath of rest for the land — so now, they 
were punished by being carried away captive to Babylon, 
and the land " enjoyed " every one of her seventy sab- 
baths to which she was entitled during this cycle of 
seventy weeks, according to the law of Moses. 

4. The records of the Sabbatical years 
after the Captivity. 

(1) B.C. 479—8; 

being the first Sabbatical year from the completion of the 
second temple. Ezra probably returned to Jerusalem, as 
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has been already shown, in b.c. 479, m order to enforce the 
observance of the Sabbatical year. For the Jewish theo- 
logian Maimonides states that, '* In the seventh year from 
the building (meaning probably the seventh year from the 
completion of the temple, in the year b.o. 486) Ezra 
returned and restored the computation a second time. 
From that year, therefore, they began to reckon another 
Sabbatical era, and constituted the thirteenth year of the 
second temple Sabbatical." This was probably the year 
B.C. 479 — 8, which was the thirteenth year from the com- 
mencement of the building of the temple in b.c. 491 ; and 
is therefore in agreement with the statement of the Book 
of Ezra (vii. 8), that Ezra journeyed to Jerusalem in the 
seventh year of the reign of Xerxes (Artaxerxes). From 
this time the observajice of the Sabbatical years seems to 
have been carefully maintained. 

(2) B.C. 437—6 ; 

being the seventh Sabbatical year from the completion of 
the second temple. This was in the twenty-eighth year of 
the reign of Artaxerxes Longimanus, when, as has been 
already related, the wall of Jerusalem was completed. 

(8) B.C. 164—3; 

being the forty-sixth Sabbatical year from the completion 
of the second temple. In the yeax b.o. 168, the temple of 
Jerusalem was besieged by the Syrians ; and according to 
Josephus (Ant. xii. 9. 8 — 5), the Jews suffered from want 
of provisions, for ** what fruits of the ground they had laid 
up were spent, and the lajid remained untilled that year. 
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because it was the seventh year, in which by our laws we 
are obliged to let it be uncultivated." 

(4) B.C. 136—5; 

being th6 fiftieth Sabbatical year from the completion of 
the second temple. In the yeax b.c. 186, Jericho was 
besieged by the high priest John Hyrcanus ; and, as stated 
by Josephus (Ant. xiii. 8, 1), the Sabbatical year occurred 
at this time, and the besiegers were therefore compelled — 
probably from scarcity of provisions — ^to raise the siege. 

(5) B.C. 88—7 ; 

being the sixty-fourth Sabbatical year from the comple- 
tion of the second temple. In the year b.c. 87, Jerusalem 
was taken by Herod the Great ; and here again we have 
the statement of Josephus (Ant. xv. i. 1, 2) that the Jews 
suffered much towards the end of the siege, owing to the 
Sabbatical year, ** which forced the country to lie still 
uncultivated, since we are forbidden to sow the land in 
that year." 

(6) B.C. 3—2 ; 

being the sixty-ninth Sabbatical year from the completion 
of the second temple. This was the year of the Birth of 
Christ. 

(7) A.D. 68—9 ; 

being the seventy-ninth Sabbatical year from the com- 
pletion of the second temple (bearing in mind that there 
was no year 0, or zero, but that b.c 1 was followed by 
A.D. 1). In this year Jerusalem was besieged by the 
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Roman army under Titus, and the year was, according to 
tradition, a year of sabbath. 

(8) A.D. 1174—6 ; 

being the two-hundred-and-thirty-seventh Sabbatical year 
from the completion of the second temple. This is a 
recorded year of sabbath amongst the Jews, as stated by 
Dr. Zuchermann of Breslau. 



5. The Years of Jubilee. 

The Years of Jubilee occurred at the end of every seven 
weeks or forty-nine years, according to the law of Moses. 
'*And thou shalt number seven sabbaths of years unto 
thee, seven times seven years ; and the space of the seven 
sabbaths of years shall be unto thee forty and nine years. 
Then shalt thou cause the trumpet of the jubilee to sound 
. . . And ye shall hallow the fiftieth year, and pro- 
claim liberty throughout all the lajid unto aU the in- 
habitants thereof : it shall be a jubilee unto you ; and ye 
shall return every man unto his own possession . . . 
A jubilee shall that fiftieth year be unto you : ye shall not 
sow, neither reap that which groweth of itself . . . 
For it is the jubilee ; it shall be holy unto you : ye shall 
eat the increase thereof out of the field. In the year of 
this jubilee ye shall return every man unto his possession.'' 
(Levit. XXV. 8 — 16.) So that in the year of Jubilee every 
bondman became free, and aU land which had been sold 



122 THE OLD TESTAMENT EXPLAINED. 

since the last year of jubilee returned to its original 
owners. The command to abstain from cultivating the 
land during the year of jubilee was given only to those 
who recovered their property, and did not concern the 
population generally. The year of jubilee was "the fiftieth 
year," that is, the year which followed every seventh 
Sabbatical year; and this fiftieth year was also, as we shall 
see» the first year of the following week of years. This is 
the explanation of the Year of Jubilee which will be found 
to accord with the chronology of the Bible ; and it is also 
the explanation which is preserved by tradition. For the 
Jewish theologian Maimonides has explained how the 
calendar was re-established by Ezra after the return from 
Babylon, and there can be no doubt that Ezra restored 
the computation of the years of jubilee exactly as it had 
existed before. Maimonides says: **They numbered seven 
Sabbaths, and consecrated the fiftieth year. For, although 
the jubilee was not celebrated under the second temple, 
yet the computation and consecration of the Sabbatical 
years was preserved. . . . The forty-ninth year was 
Sabbatical, the fiftieth the Year of Jubilee : the fiftieth 
and last year, however, was the first of the six years of 
the Sabbatical week : and so on for each successive 
jubilee." So that, according to our modem mode of 
reckoning, the jubilee came round once in every forty- 
nine years. The Kabbi Jehuda also says : ** The year of 
jubilee is included in the subsequent Sabbatical cycle," 
and ** the fiftieth year counts in a twofold way." • We 
Xiow identify some of the years of jubilee. 
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6. The Year of Jubilee ^ B.C. 982-1. 

B.C. 983—2, Sabbatical Year; 
B.C. 982—1, Year of Jubilee ; 

being the ninth Year of Jubilee after the division of the 
land amongst the Tribes in b.c. 1423. This year followed 
the Sabbatical year, during which the temple of Solomon 
was finished ; and it was the year when the temple was 
solemnly dedicated (1 Kings viii. 2), and Jerusalem be- 
came the ** holy city " exactly seventy weeks, or 490 yeaxs 
before the prophecy of Daniel (ix. 24). 

7. The Year of Jubilee, B.C. 688—7. 

B.C. 689—8, Sabbatical Year ; 
B.C. 688—7, Year of Jubilee ; 

being the sixth Year of Jubilee after the dedication of the 
temple of Solomon. These two years have been already 
considered at much length, yet it will be well to repeat 
what was probably the course of events. In the very be- 
ginning of the year b.c. 689, Hezekiah was lying ill on his 
bed, when there was given him the *' sign " which was 
produced by the partial eclipse of the sun on the 11th of 
January. At this time the country was terrified by the 
impending invasion of Sennacherib ; but the prophet Isaiah 
gave the king the promise, — ** I will add unto thy days 
fifteen years, and I will deliver thee and this city out of the 
band of the king of Assyria." The army of Sennacherib 
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probably entered upon the campaign in the year b.c. 689, 
and marched first against Lachish, and afterwards against 
Libnah. The king of Assyria, not satisfied with the tribute 
which Hezekiah had paid him, and believing that the king 
of Judah was in league with the king of Egypt, sent a force 
from Lachish against Jerusalem, and afterwards a blas- 
phemous letter to Hezekiah from his camp at Libnah. 
This last threat probably reached Hezekiah during the 
summer of the year b.c. 688, and in the course of the 
Sabbatical year when the Jews were forbidden to culti- 
vate the ground, and were also forbidden to reap **that 
which groweth of its own accord," but were required to 
leave whatever harvest or fruits there might be, so that 
anyone might go out into the fields and gather them ; and 
this Sabbatical year preceded a year of Jubilee when 
those who had regained possession of their lands were to 
keep the same observance, and, instead of reaping what 
harvest there was, were to " eat the increase thereof out of 
the field." (Leviticus xxv. 5, 11, 12). Then the prophet 
Isaiah promised Hezekiah, ** The king of Assyria shall not 
come into this city, nor shoot an arrow there, nor come 
before it with shield, nor cast a bank against it." And as 
** a sign " that this would be so, the prophet promised the 
king that the land would be free of invaders, so that there 
would be nothing to prevent the people from going forth 
into the fields and ** eating the increase thereof out of the 
field," saying, ** Ye shall eat this year (the Sabbatical 
year) such things as grow of themselves, and in the second 
year (the year of Jubilee), that which springeth of the 
same ; and in the third year sow ye, and reap, and plant 
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vineyards, and eat the fruits thereof." (2 Kings xix. 
29—84). 

8. The Year of Jubilee, b.c. 492 — 1. 

B.C. 493—2, Sabbatical Year ; 
B.C. 492—1, Year of Jubilee ; 

being the tenth Year of Jubilee after the dedication of the 
temple of Solomon. It was during the Year of Jubilee 
that the Jews probably laid the foundation of the second 
temple, ** in the second year of their coming " to Jeru- 
salem, which was also the second year of the reign of 
Darius as king over the Jewish nation ; and the ceremony 
was accompanied by the sounding of trumpets, which 
formed part of the observances of the Year of Jubilee. 
(Ezra iii. 8 — 10 ; Leviticus xxv. 9.) In confirmation of this 
is a tradition preserved by Eabbi EHezer — who is thought 
by some to have lived as early as the first century a.d. — 
that after Ezra, Zerubbabel, and Jeshua had returned to 
Jerusalem (which we have shown was in the year b.c. 498) 
the Samaritans came against the Jews, and '* impeded the 
work of God (that is, the restoration of the temple) for 
two years, even to the Year of Jubilee." 

9. The Year of Jubilee, b.c. 436 — 5. 
B.C. 437—6, Sabbatical Year; 
B.C. 436—6, Year of Jubilee ; 

being the first year of Jubilee after the completion of the 
second temple, or temple of Zerubbabel, in the year b.c. 
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486 (Ezra vi. 16), when Jerusalem became again the 
** holy city." This year of Jubilee completed the first 
** seven weeks " of the time which, as prophesied by Daniel 
(ix. 25), was to intervene between the " going forth (or 
accompHshment) of the commandment to restore and to 
build Jerusalem,'* and the appearance of "Messiah the 
Prince." This jubilee cycle of ** seven weeks" is expressly 
referred to by Daniel as a period of time which is to be 
separated from the remaining period of " threescore and 
two weeks,'' and it was to be completed when the wall 
should ** be built again." We have already seen that the 
wall of Jerusalem was completed in the year b.c. 437, in 
the twenty-eighth year of the reign of Artaxerxes Longi- 
manus ; and it was dedicated in the following year, the 
year of Jubilee, when the ceremony was accompanied by 
the sounding of trumpets, which formed part of the ob- 
servances of the year of jubilee. (Nehemiah xii. 35.) 
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Conclusion. 

Such are the deductions derived from a great variety of 
sources, by which it is believed that the history and 
chronology of the Old Testament are brought into accord- 
ance with Oriental authorities. The main difficulties and 
contradictions which have so long beset the history of the 
Bible have, it is hoped, been set at rest. These have 
hitherto been so great that they have been used as weapons 
against the authenticity of the Scriptures ; while the lovers 
of the sacred Volume have feebly endeavoured with learned 
ingenuity to shield themselves amidst the halo of sanctity 
which surrounds the writers of the pages of inspiration. 
It has been shown that the Cyrus of Herodotus, com- 
monly known as Cyrus the Great, was not the Cyrus who 
issued the Decree for the return of the Jews, — that the 
Seventy years of captivity did not end with the issuing of 
this Decree, but that, having commenced with the destruc- 
tion of the first temple, they terminated with the building 
of the second, — that the CyropaBdeia of Xenophon was not 
written as a historical romance, but as the veritable Hfe of 
a distinct sovereign, — that the Apocrypha is not to be dis- 
carded' as a series of unreliable histories — and thus, bring- 
ing together the different sources of information at the 
command of the historian, and giving to each its due 
weight, fresh light may be thrown upon a subject which 
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has long been in great part the prey of conjecture. There 
is yet much to be done in Oriental exploration. The 
greater portion of the historical clay tablets at Babylon 
must be still resting under the debris of centuries. The 
confirmation that has already been given by these records 
of the truthfulness of the Scripture history has yet to 
receive further accessions ; and proofs, it is hoped, may 
yet be found of the substantial accuracy of the arguments 
of the preceding pages. 
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APPENDIX. 



Shalmaneser II. (the Black Obelisk King). 

It has been thought desurable to complete the syn- 
chronous history of Palestine and Assyria by referring to 
king Shalmaneser II., who relates that during his western 
campaigns he came in contact with Ahab and Jehu, kings 
of Samaria. 

King Assurnazirpal relates that in the first year of his 
reign, while he was making war in Armenia, ** the Sun- 
god, ruler of the heavenly regions, cast his propitious 
shadow upon me." Now this refers to the Eclijyse of July 
3rd, B.C. 903, which was total and partially visible in 
Armenia. Then, as the Canon records that he reigned 
twenty-five years, his successor ShalmmwHer II. reigned 
from 878 to 843, — twenty years earlier than is usually 
supposed. 

Ahab — according to the altered chronology of the kings 
of Israel — ^reigned from 896 to 874, and he took Benhadad 
prisoner, and made peace with him on condition that he 
should be allowed to keep a garrison in Damascus (1 Kings 
XX. 84). Early in the reign of Shalmaneser, and towards 
the close of the reign of Ahab, Shalmaneser conquered 
Benhadad, who was assisted by 10,000 men sent by his 
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ally, king Ahab of Jezreel (Zirhcda) ; and shortly after- 
wards Ahab himself was slain at Eamoth Oilead. 

In B.C. 861, Jehu succeeded to the throne of Samaria ; 
and soon afterwards, in the eighteenth year of Shalmaneser, 
the king of Assyria crossed the Euphrates and took tribute 
of Jehu, who (on the Black Obelisk) is represented as a 
suppliant at the feet of his suzerain. 
. In B.C. 843,* Assurdannipal (called also Sardanapalus) 
revolted and reigned jat Nineveh for twenty years accord- 
ing to Ctesias ; and the reign of this usurper must, 
according to the opinion of the late Mr. Bosanquet, be 
inserted as a break or suspension in the Hne of annual 
archons before the year 823. 

The usurpation of Assurdannipal was suppressed by 
ShamaS'Phul (called also Samsi-Vul, Shamas-iva, Belochus, 
and Phul) son of Shalmaneser 11. While fighting for 
his throne in alliance with Arbaces there occurred a 
propitious ecHpse of the sun, which is calculated as that 
of October 6th, b.c. 826, partially visible at Nineveh. After 
a long siege Nineveh was taken, ajid Assurdannipal burnt 
himself in his palace, as is related by Ctesias. Upon 
this Shamas-Phul took the throne in b.c. 823, as attested 
by the Assyrian annals. 

The story of the fall of Assurdannipal (whom the Greeks 
called Sardanapalus) probably became confused by his- 
torians with the conquest of Nineveh by the Scythians in 
B.C. 610, at the time of Nabopalassar (whom the Greeks 
also called Sardanapalus). 

* Sixty-seven years before the first Olympiad (Abydenus). 
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This explanation of the harmony of the Assyrian annals 
with the Old Testament narrative disposes of the difficulty 
referred to by Professor Sayoe ; * for he admits that in 
this portion of the history the chronology adopted in the 
margin of our Bibles exceeds the true one by more than 
forty years. And as the reigns of Assumazirpal and 
Shalmaneser II. have been raised twenty years, and the 
reigns of Ahab and Jehu have been lowered about twenty- 
three years, the histories of the two nations at this time 
have been brought about forty-three years nearer to one 
another. 

* Fresh Light from the Ancient Monuments, page 103. 



THE END. 
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